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DIVORCE IN CANADA, 1924. 


Sstatistios of divorces, secured rrom the authorities 
of seven provinces where divorces are granted by the courts and 
from the Dominion statutes for Ontario and Quebec, and compiled 
by the General Statistics Branch of the Dominion Bureau of 
Statistics, show un increase of S& in the nunber of divorces 
granted in Canada during 1924 over the previous year. A total of 
543 divorces were granted during the calendar year 1924, as 
compared with 505 during the calendar year 1925 - an increase 
of 7.5 peCe The 1924 total is only 5 less than the record number, 
Granted in 1921. Bee. 


‘ The increase in.divorces ¢ranted from 1916 to 1921 

- has been ascribed to the unsettling: psychological effects of the 
war period und the long separations of men from their wives, 
combined with the new facilitios for obtaining divorce, provided 
by a decision of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, 
which enabled the courts of the Prairie Provinces to grant divorces 
Decreasse in the totals in 1922 and 1923 appeared to indicate a 
decline in divorces which might be ascribed to the cessation of 
abnormal war-time conditions, but the conparatively large increase 
Sue lvet, six years utter the: Armistice, must evidently be 
attributed to the greater ease With which decrees may now be 
obtained and, possibly, to &@ more lenient view of such proceed- 
ings on the part of the community. It may be remarked, however, 
that any attempt to attribute increases or decreases throughout 
the Dominion to any particular cause must be very approximate, 
Sa0cea Table 1, following, shows the fluctuations in the various 
Preowrnces to. bs quite irrogulars 


The number of divorces granted during 1924, by 
provinces, (Table 1) was 136 in British Columbia, 118 in Alberta, 
ee an Ontario, 77 in Manitoba, 42 in Nova Scotia, 28 in Sask-= 
atenewan, 15 in New Brunswick, 14 in Cuebec and none ih Prince 
Edward Island, where, indeed, only one divorce has been granted 
Since Confederation. 


the Larcest) PMherease in divorces in any province 
during the year vas in Alberta, where 1924 showed an increase of 
Dpavover L925, Text in order were Vovea seotia, Ontario and 
Quebec, with increases of 20, 9 and 2 respectively. Saskatchowan, 
Bianitoba, New Brunswick and British Columbia recorded respective 
decreases of lv, 4, &, and S&S. In addition to the actual 


increases or decreases by provinces, attention may ulso be 

drawn to the larger number of decrees granted to wives in 

Nova Scotia, t.anitoba and Alberta, to husbands in Nova Scotia 
d 


and Alberta and to the snaller number granted to husban 
in Kanitoba and to wives in Saskatchewan, (See Gublo 2). 
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The Sex of Applicants for Divorees.- | 


Tt will be seen that, in the common division of — 
divorce statistics into those granted to husbands and to wives, 
tke 1924 figures indicate a:change from the preceding year. In 
1922 ‘and 1923, divorces gtanted to hustands in Canada formed 
rcepectively 58 and 53.5 pecs of thé total number granted. In 
192%, however, this percentage dropped to 48.8 p.c. The change 
in relative proportions is very probably to be acgounted for hy 
the xyecent demand fot equal rights for, cither sex in divorce 
procecdings., In comnaring Canadian divorces in this respect 
With those in Now Zealand and in thd United States, it is seon 
that the dcceress granted in New Zealand are also distribuicd 
practically evenly betwetn the sexes, while in the United 
Statcs, since 1889, the proportion between decrees granted to 
husbands and to wives has been approximately 1 to 2 respectively. 


ae (A possible indication of the grounds of petitionp and 
decrees May” be had from statistics of divorce in New Zealand, 
where a preponderarice of divorces are granted to husbands on ¢ 
Brounds of adultery and separation, while a corresponding pre- 
ponderance of decrees bascd on des@rtion are granted to wives. 
in the United States, however, 40 p.c. of the“divorcees granted 
to wives arc on grounds of cruclty, while 44 p.c. of those to 
husbands are on grounds of Gesertion. In the latter eountry, 
as in New dcaland, a correspondingly larger proportion of 
dcerecs are granted to husbands on grounds of adultery than 
to wives). 


Divorces Granted in United S¥ates to persons Marricd.in Canada.- 


ae A fact which throws considcrable new light on the 
divores situation in Canadais found in the Marriage and Divorce 
Bulletin of the United States :Burean of the Census. Ths 
Statistics of this »ublication indicate the surprisingly large 
extent to which divorces are granted in that country to persons 


mirricd..iri Canada. hus, in 192%, ne fowerthan 1,368 divorce 
decrecs were granted to covples maczico. in Cdnada, a riumber 
more than e4 times as laées)as the total number* granted in:.Canada 
in the same year, This nomberalso formed 36.2 pec. of the” 
number of divorees:granted in United Statess during the year to. 
ccuples marricd. in forcign couitries; while, at the same time, 

iss 


grarited by the courtm of the State ef Michigan, while 135. ‘ 
wore granted in the State of Washington and 120. in Californias 


a “ 


Obtowa,April 9,1925-KH. 
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1. DIVORCES GRANTED IN CAm@DA, 191 3 é 19244 


(Pinal Decrees. ) 


New ° british Total 


Year Ont. Que, Alta, Sask.-.Man,. ova Bruns~ Colum Lor 
Scotia wick bia. Canada _ 

1913 20 4 4 6 te 4. 20 59 
1914. 18 7 4 2 2 10 12 15 10 
1915 10 3 3 1 ug 13 6 16 53 
1916 18 1 x 2 2 14 5 18 67 
1917 10 4 2 z tee 8 6 23 54 
1918 10 2 2. Ad ae 24 10 65 114 
1919 49 4 36 2 88 36 13 1477 376 
1920 91 9 65 26 42 45 15 136 429 
1921 101 9 84 Boe" Oo? “1 13 128 548 
1922 90 6 129 37 97 35 Be. 138 44 
1925 105 11 37 a1 BL 22 19 139-3/ = 5505 
1924 114 13 118 28 Pig geben AY 15 136-1/ 543 


Note: In Prince Bdward Island, only one divorcee was granted between 
1865 and 1924; this was granted in 1913. 


1f Oné granted by Dominion Parliament. 
or {ivo granted by Dominion Parliamont. 


II ,DIVORCHS GRANTED IN CANADA IN 1923 AND 1924, 


ae SOE oe AND Six. _OF " DLATATIFE « 


(Final Decrees), 
eee ee he ee a 


Provinces 


md fo Wi ‘els ; 
S522 IN DS Pe SY So 


re eee 


Prinee Edward Island - 


Nova Scotia 14 20 8 ay8) 22 42 

New Brunswick 10 7 9 8 19 15 
Quebec A 5 4 is ay 13 
Ontario — 45 £9 60 65: 205) ae 
Manitoba, 49 ear me 42-1/ 81 77-2/ 
Saskatchewan 25 22 16 6 41 23 
Alborta 58 65 29 53 OF aay 
British Columbia 65 Gaia’ Whelf 74-1f 139-1/136-1/ 
i eee te ests AP oekaki 

ee ey wine a tel ig) agO 265 235 278 505 543 


a ee 


1f One granted by Dominion Parliament. 


2/ Tio granted by Dominion Parliament. 
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COMPARISONS WITH OTHER ¢ 


Vin Labia 4. 
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UNTRIES . 


1916 to 1922 or 1923. 


——— 


: . ) added comparative figures of divorces 
and marriages in England and Wales, Australie, New Zéaland 


and Canada for the ycars the percentage 


of divorces to marriages, taking plnce in the same year, 


as here given, 


have increased during cight years fron 0 335: 


2 


is seen in the case of England and Wales to 
peGs to 0.91 nec.: 
in’ AuStralia from 1.53 pec. to 2481 pice; in Néw Zealand ftom 
2e%l pC. to 5.20 pec. and ii Canada from 0.1 pecs to 0.8 pece 
Similar figures for the United States, where, of course, the 


total number of divorcees is unusually large owing to the’ 


comparativo case with which they may be obtained, show increases 
72,062 in 1906, 


from 27,919 iri 1887 to 42,937 in 1896, 


112,036 in 1916 and 148,815 in 1922, The percentage of divorces 
increased from 10.8 to 13.2 during ‘the years 1916 
to 1922, divorces alone during this period increasing by 33 nC. 


to marriages 


TII,_NUMBER OF MAR 


at 


WALSS. 


Wales Australia ZAealand __ Canada 
ened. of No.ct No,at No. of NO,of No.ot Noor Noor 
Marre Dive Marr- Dive Marre Div- liner Dive 
BC iages: orces iages orces  iages orces: iages soreess 
Meee 9.046, 990 40.209. 617. 8)213 199 65,000. 1/ 67 
1919 aba Rae 563 a B66 Gro ay 60aa7 ORL 6G..000 1)" 54 
ee eo, 168) 1712 332,142 86697 ORF (203i Ba, 000) 4/7 214 
Peeesoo. 410 1,654 40,540 891 9,519 337 70,000 1/ 376 
9920°5379,656 3,090 52,552 1,060 12,175 471 80,931 429 
20,852 2,522 46.869 1,405, 10,635 513 69,732 540 
1922 299,524 2,508: 44,731 1,258 9,556 523 64,420 a4 
1923 292,408 2,667 44,541 « 10,070 524 65,500 1/ ane 
1924 - = - - - ~ - 
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DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS 
GENERAL STATISTICS BRANCH 
OTTAWA 


Dominion Statistioian, R.H.Coats, Beas ,F.S.S. (Hone), FsR.S oC 
Chief, General Statistics Branch, S.A.Cudmore, M.A. F.S.5- 
DIVORCES IN CANADA, 1925. 


(With supplementary notes an Jurisdiction in Divorce in Canada and 
on the Divorce Act of 1925.) 


Statistics of divorces, secured from the authorities of six 

provinces where divorces are granted by the courts and from the 
Dominion statutes for Ontario and Quebec, and compiled by the General 
Statistios Branch of the Dominion Bureau of Statistics, Show an 
increase of 8 in the number of divorces granted in Canada during 1925, 
over the previous year. A total of 551 divorces were granted during 
the calendar year 1925, as compared with 543 during the calendar 
year 1924 - an increase of 1.5 pece The 1925 total is 3 greater 
than the largest number previously recorded in any one year (1921). 


The ‘inorease in divorces granted from 1916 to 1921 has been 
ascribed to the unsettling psychological effeots of the war period 
and the long separations of men from their wives, combined with 
the new facilities for obtaining divorce, provided by a decision , 
of the Judicial Committee. of the Privy Council, which enabled the , 
courts of Alberta and Saskatchewan to grant divorces. “Decreases 
in the totals in 1922 and 1923 appeared to:indicate a decline in 
divorces which might be ascribed to the war-time conditions, but 
the comparatively large increase in 12924 and 1925, six years after . 
the Armistice, must evidently be attributed to the greater ease 
with which decrees may now be obtained and, possibly, to a more 
lenient view of such proceedings on the part of ‘the community. It, 
may be remarked, however, that any attempt to attribute increases 
or decreases throughout the Dominion to any particular cause must 
be vory approximate, Since Table 1, following, shows the fluctuations 

in the various provinces to be Tee ve ipl agg 


The number of Ya'volrs o's’ granted during 1925, by provinces, 
(fable 1) was 150 in British Columbia, 121 in Ontario, 101 in 
Alberta, 79 in Manitoba, 42 in Saskatchewan, 50 in Nova Scotia, 
15 in Now Brunswick, mo, Lat Quebec and none in Prince Edward Island, 
where, indeed, only one divorce has been granted since Confeder-~ 
ation. _* it: 


The largest increases in divorces granted during the year. 
were in British Columbia and Saskatchewan, in both of which the 
1925 figures showed increases of 14 over 1924. Ontario and: .' 
Manitoba showed respective increases of 7 and 2. In Quebec,and 
New Brunswick the numbersof divorces granted in 1925 were the 
same as in the previous year, while Alberta and Nova Scotia 
recorded deoreases of 17 and 12 respectively. In addition to 
the total increases or decreases by ‘provinoes, attention may also 
be drawn to the larger number of decrees granted to husbands in 
Ontario and British Columbia, to wives in Saskatchewan, and to 
the smaller number granted to husbands in Nova Scotia and to 
wives in Alberta. (See Table 2 }. 


>) 
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Tho Sox of Applicants for Divorces.- It will bo soon 
that, in the-common division of divorce statistics into those 
grantod. to husbands. and to wives, the 1925 figures indicate a 
change from the preceding yoar and a rcocurrence of the condition 
which has markod statistics of divorce in Canada as different from 
those of other countries — a preponderance of divorces granted to 
hustands rather than to wives. In 1922 and 1923, divorces granted 
$0 husbands in Canada formed respectively 58 and 53.5 pec. of 
the total number granted. In 1924, this percentage dropped to 
48.8 pece while in 1925 it formed 50.6 pecs of the total number 
gronted. The change in relative proportions in 1924 may be 
“accounted for by the recent domand for equal rights for either 
‘sex in divorce procéedings. A comparison of Canadian divorce 
statistics with those of New Zealand and of the United States in 
this respect shows’ that the decrees granted in New Zoaland aro 
distributod fairly evenly betwoon tho sexes (although in 1924 
“the number granted to wives was 425 out of a total of 768, ‘or 
5563 pecs), while in the United States, since 1889, the proportion 
between decrees granted to husbands and to wives has been approx- 
imately 1 to 2 respectively. : 


(A possible indication of the grounds of potitions and 
decrees may be had from statistics 6f divorcee in Now Zealand, 
where a proportionately larger numbor of divorces were granted 
in 1924 to husbands on grounds of adultery, while a preponderance 
of decrees based on separation were granted to wives, The 
numbers of divorces granted on grounds of desertion form about 
30 pece of the total numbers granted to each sexe In the United 
States, however, 49 pece of the divorces granted to wives are on 
grounds of cruelty, while 44 pec. of those to husbands are on 
grounds of desertion. In the latter country, as in New Zcaland, 
a correspondingly larger proportfon of decrecs are granted to 
husbands on grounds of adultory than to wives, } 


Divorces Grantod in United Statcs to Persons Marricd in 
Canadae=-. A fact which throws.considerablo. new light: on. the 
divorce situation in Canada is found. in the Marriage and Divorce 
Bulletin of the United States Bureau of the Censuse The 
Statistics of this publication indicate the surprisingly large 
extent to which divorces aro grantod:.in that country to porsons 
marriod in Canada. Thus, in. 1922) no fewor than 1,368 @ivores 
decrees wore granted to couplés marricd in Canada, a number 
more than 2% times as large as the total numbor granted in Canada 
in tho same yoaor.s, This. numbor also formod 36.2 pece of tha 
number of divorcees granted in United States during tho yoar to 
couples marricd in foreign countrics, whilo, at tho samo timo, the 
percontage of the Canadian-born population to the total forcign- 
born amounted to only 6.1.pece The Bulletin goes on to say, . 
"It is possiblo that many Conadians acquire a reosidenee in tho 
United States for the solo purpose of obtaining divorce because. 
in goncral, divorco laws.arc more.liberal in the United States 
than in Canada", Of .the 1,368 divorces granted to couples who 
had been married in Canada, no fover than 462 woro grantod by tho 
courts of the Stato of Michigan, whilc 135 wore grantod in tho 
State of Washington and 128 in California. 
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I._DIVORCHS GRANTED IN CANADA, 1913 - 1925. 


(Pinal Decrees). 


: 1 New British Total 
Year Ont. Que. Alta. Sask. Man. Nova Bruns- Colum- for 
a Bes oersS wick bia Canada 
1913 20. 4, 4 1 6 ie 4 20 60 
1914 | alll | 4 2 2 10 Lz 15 70 
£915 J a10 3 3 1 a 13 &, 16 53 
£316 ‘18 1 1 2 2 14 at ris 67 
917 10 4 ra i ~ 8 6 23 54 
1918 10 2 2 1 - 24 10 65 114 
ee he 49 4 36 3 68 36 13 147 376 
1920 v1 a 65 26 42 45 15 _ 136  42e9 
L9e1 202 9 84 50 Lew 41 13 128 548 
1922 oo. . 6 129 37 97 35 oa Lie 138 B44 
1923 i) salad ime By 3 87 41 81 1 ee! ee 9 139 505 
1924 114. . 13 Loe. eS int 42 » 2S 136 643 
1925 121 13 LOU) 7 4) ree hs, 30 15 150 Sol 


Notes In Prince Edward Island, Only one divorce was granted between 
1866 and oe! abt ss was fe ae in 1915. 


+ DIBORCHS inks LN CANADA. MAL Simic 925 eo BY 
PPR tec AND SEX OF .wAINTIFF. 


(Final Decrees). 


Provinces . To Husbands _ Qo Wives ‘Total 


a Loew Bee!) Lesa ee ved 92a 0924) 1925 


Prince Badward Island - ~ ~- 


Nova Scotia 14 ‘ae (13 6% 22 wy 22 42 30 
New Brunswick . 10 nee Pip. oer” & 6 fu Mada A 15 
Quebec ag fies a ID ary i ONS 9 pe eee) 3 13 
Ontario ‘d Lue 49 61 Boe 65) oy ee LOB.” 214 P21 
Manitoba 49 35 36 Sore Ap 1h Nes 81 27 79 
Saskatchewan 25 22 27 Lowe ES 41 28 BP eae 
Alberta 58 §6©65 58 Dt 5S) Vie ee ae Be 1B 101 
British Columbia 65 62 71 74. 14 79 139 136 150 


Geede es yo. ur S700 AB | Reo 838 6278) Uke) BOK, £45... B61 
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Year 


Lor6 
bak 
1918 
EOL? 
eos 20) 
L924 
LIE2 
1923 
1924 


1925 


voila 


COMPARISONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES. 


os 


In Table 3 are added comparative figures of divorces 
and marriages in England and Wales, Australia, New Zealand and 
Canada for the years 1916 to 1923 or 1924. The percentage 
of divorces to marriages, taxing place in the same year, as 
here given, is seen in the case of England and Wales to have 
increased during these years from 0635 pete to 0477 PeGes in 
Australia from 1653 pecs to 3.25 potes in New Zealand from 
2641 péte to Bel? pece Gnd in Ganada from O41 pecs tO 068 Puta 
Similar figures for the United Statos, where, of course, the 
total numbor of divorcees is unusually large owing to the 
comparative ease with which they may be obtained, show increasos 
from 27,919 *in 1887. to 42,937, in -2896,, 72,062 in 1906, 112,056 
in 1916, 148,615 in 1922 and 165.226 in 1923. Tho percentage 
of divorces to marriages increased from 10.8 to 13.5 during 
tho yoars 1916 to 1923, divorcees alono during this poriod 
inoroasing by 47 pece (In 1923 as in 1922, divorces granted 


to women in United States constituted 68 pece of the total 
granted.). ae 


vr 


III. NUMBER OF MARRIAGES AND DIVORCES IN ENOLAND 
AND WALES, AUSTRALIA, NEW ZEALAND AND CANADA _ 
IN RECENT YEARS. 


England and MEN Be Re 

Wales fustralia Zealand Canada 

Noe Of cnOe Of . NOy Of NOnOe. Nosot, NOgoe HOger No. of 
llarr- Divore liarr- Div- liarr- Dive llarr- Div- 
lages ces lages orces lages orces iages orces 
279,846 9590 40,289 617 8,213 198  65,000-1/ 67 
258,855 708 33,666 652 6,437 224 )--. GOwOOO Tf 54. 
Bae LOS. dig htt 33,141 637 6,227 203. 5E_000 1/7) Tae 
$69,411 1,654 40,540 891 Dy ok e 337 70,000) 1 Same 
0795658. Be090 SLoe . Leges Die LS 401 804922 4.29 
S205852 3,522 46,869 1,405 10,635 513° 6, 7a2 548 
Zo Pigtee, ip OB fe etn 2 < dug © 9,056 523 64,420 544 
292,408 2,667 44,541. 1,448 LO O70 524 66,463 505 
296,416 2,286 45,869 - DO echo 530 68,000 1/543 


1/ Estimated, 


JURUSDICTION IN DIVORCE IN CANADA. 


ee ee ee ee ce een en ne na 


ee 


t was not until 1857, when the Divorce and Matrimonial 
Causes Act was passed in England, that a right to divorce in that 
country was created. Divorce as we now understand it had formerly 
the significance of judi ele separation. By this Act of 1857 
the Court of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes was created and all 
jurisdiction in matrimonial matters, formerly exercised by the 
Ecolesiastical Courts, was transferred to: it by the Act. 


The divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act of 1857 had no 
force in the colonies of British North America before Confederation 
except in those colonies where such legislation had been enacted. 


Canada. - 


By Sec.91 of the British North America Act (26), the 
Dominion Parliament was granted jurisdiction over the matter of 
marriage and divorce, while by Sec.92 (12) Provincial Legislatures 
were empowered to legislate upon the solemnization of marriage in 
their respective provinces. 


The Dominion Parliament, however, from 1867 until 1924, had 
passed no Act granting the right to obtain divorce nor had any court 
with jurisdiction in divorce matters been created in the Dominion or 
in any province by Dominion Legislation. (See accompanying synopsis 
of the Divorce Act, 1925).. Matrimonial relief may, however, be 
Obtained, and granted under authority of the B.N.A. Aat, by petition 
to the Dominion Parliament through the Divorce Committee of the Senate. 


Nova Scotia and New Brunswicks- 
BY neGe led of the BuaiN.A.Act,!: al} (laws ln force in Canada, 
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick and all courts, etc. were to continue 
to exist in the provinces of Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New 
Brunswick after Confederation. The provinces of Nova Scotia ana 
New Brunswick, therefore, having enacted legislation respecting 
divorce and possessing courts exercising jurisdiction over such 
matters before Gonfederation and having continued to exeroise juris- 
diction through courts of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes, are now in 
the same position as they were then. A court was established in Nova 
Scotia under C.126 of the Revised Statutes (third series} of Nova 
Scotia, 1864, as the Court of Marriage and Divorce, the name of which 
was changed by C.13 of the statutes of 1866 to the Court for Divorce 
and Matrimonial Causes. The Gourt of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes 
in New Brunswick was likewise set up by an Act passed in 1860 ( an 
Act to amend the Law relating to Divorce and Llatrimonial Causes). 
ei es wage 1903.9: hie ELS: ) 


Prince Edward Isiand.- 


in Prince Edward Island a court having jurisdiction in 
@ivorce was constituted by anvkct of 1835) (5 Wm.1V,C.10). This law 
has not heen repealed sinoe that time. but the power vested in the 
Governor and Executive Council has never been exercised. Persons 
living in Prince Hdward Island, who are desirous of seeking 
@issolution of marriage, until the establishment of a court such 
as that provided for by the legislation of 1835, must do so by 
petition to the Dominion Parliament. 


British Columbia. 
The colony of British Columbia aoquired jurisdiction in 


matrimonial causes following a proclamation of the Govornor giving 
force in the province to the civil and criminal law of England as 
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it oxistod on Novel9, 1858. The province has continued to 
exercise jurisdiction over divorce through the courts established 
before Confederation. (See Rev.Statutes of BeaO.,1924,0.75). 


Manjtoba.- 


The divorce law of England, as it existed on July 15, 
1870, was introduced into Manitoba by an Act of the Dominion 
Parliament, 51 Vict.,C.33. The court of King’s Bench of ianitoba 
has the same jurisdiction in divorce as the courts have in England 
undor the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857. 


Alborta and Saskatchowan.- 


The Dominion Parliament, by 49 Vict.C.25) enacted that the 
laws of England as existing on July 15, 1870 should be in force 
in the Northwest Territories. In 1918 the Appellate Division of 
the Supreme Court of s.lberta held that the effect of the above ict 
and of legislation passed creating the province was to make the 
Divorce and liatrimonial Causes act of 1857 and amendments up to 
July 15, 1870 apply to the province of ilborta. This decision 
was confirmed on appcal to the Impcrial Privy Council. Subscquent 
judgments by the Saskatchewan Court of Appeal hold that the English 
law as it oxistod on July 15, 1870 had forco in the province and 
that the rights conforred under it might bo onforecd by the Court 
of King’s Benches. The provinces of Ailborta and Saskatchowan, 
thoroforc, arc in the same position in the mattor of jurisdiction 
over divorce. 


Ontario and Quebec.- 


In Ontario and Quebec it is considered that the courts 
have no jurisdiction to entertain an application for divorce and 
no attcmpt has becn made in Ontario to estatrlish such power. In 
Quebec the courts have assumed power, not to dissolvo but, in 
some cases, to annul marriago or to entertain potitions for 
Scparation. Tho powor to annul 4 marrioge is exercised by the 
Bourts of Ontario in certain eases only (soc Y Edws VIL, . .° ( yGe2d: 
R.6.0.1914,C.148+s 9 GoowV, C.35}). Persons secking divorco in 
Ontario and Quebec, thorefore, ( as woll as in Pr&isce Edward 
Island) must do so by potition to the Dominion Parliament. 


THE DIVORCE ACT, 1925. 


The Dominion Parliamcnt by C.41 of tho statutcs of 1925, 
added a now and important provision to the Canadian law rcspceting 
Givyorco,. The law in force until the passage of the Divorce act, 
in so far as it concerned causes for divorce proceedings, has 
provided that, while a husband may obtain a divorce on grounds 
of adultery, it is necessary for a wife to prove both adultery 
and desertion. This anomaly has been removed, sede2 of the 
Divorce Act stating "In any court haying jurisdiction to grant 
divorce @ vinculo matrimonii any wife may commence an action 
praying that her marriage may be dissolved on the ground that 
her hasband has since the cclebration thercof boon guilty of 
adultery". The granting of a'divorce in such cases, of course, 
is dependent on sufficient evidence that the wifo has not 
been an accessory to or connived at such adultcry or that tho 
action is not prosecuted in collusion with the husband or tho 
woman with whom he is alleged to have committod adultery. In 
addition “the court shall not be bound to pronounco such decroo 
if it finds that the wifo during the marriago has beon guilty 
of adultcry or..e.....0f unreasonablo delay or of cruelty towards 

the husband or of having deserted or wilfully separated 
herself from the husband before the adultery complained of ana 
without reasonable excuse, or of such wilful negloct or mis- 
conduct as has conduced to the adultcry", 
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“DIVORCES rN CANADA, 1926, 


(Tith supplenentary notes on Jurisdiction in Divorce in Canada and 
on the Divorce Aoylognrse sy. 
Statistics of divorces, secured from the authorities of six 
provinces where divorces are granted by the courts and from the 
Dominion Statutes for, Ontario and Quebec, and compiled by the ' 
General Statistics Branch. of the Dominion Bureau of: Statistics, show 
an increase of 57 in the number of divorces granted in Canada dunine 
1926 over the previous year. A&A total of 608 divorces were granted 
during the calendar year 1926, as compared with 551 during ‘the 
calendar year 1925 - an increase of 10.3 p.c. The i926 total is 


the Lares Bie PUP RT so far recorded in any one year. 


The increase. in ane oree granted from 1916.9 192] ‘has been 


ascribed to the unsettling. psychological effects of the war period 


. 


and the long separations. of men. from their wives, combined. with 


the. mew cacilitios for obtaining divorce, provided by a decision’ 


“of the Judicial Committee of the Privy prance which enabled the 


courts of Alborta and, Saskatchewan to grant dinomaes . Decreases 


in the totals in 12°22 and 1923 appeared to indicate a decline in 
divorces which might be ascribed to tHe ‘war-time conditions but 


the comparatively large increase ‘in VI24's ISH) ane 19267 908rs aftor 
the Armistice, must evidently be atieivn tod to the greater ease | 


‘with which decrees may now be obtained and, possibly, to a more 


lenient view of such proceedings on. the part of .the A a la 
(See durisaiotion in Divoree if Canada ae) i Ps 


The number of divorces granted during 19265 by provinces, 
(Table 1) was167 in British Columbia, 113 in Ontario, 154 in. 
Alborta,.65 in Manitoba, 48 in Saskatchewan, L9°in Nova, Scotia 
12 in ‘New, Brunswick, 10 in Quebec-.and none’ in Prince Daward Island, 


whore, “indecd, only one Seerhdadaas 5: has been granted since’ Confederation. 


he 


‘The largest “inoreasos in divorces aes cal during the year 


‘ wore -in.Alberta’and British Columbia, in which provinces the 1926 
‘figures: showed increases of 53 and 17 ‘respectively. Lianitoba and 


saskatchewan each. showéd an increase Of 6. Decreases were shown 
in all, the eastern provinoes, Wova Scotia, ‘with Egle Showing the 
largest drop, Ontario. having 8 aca ely il New Brunswick and 
Quebec. each showed’ a reduction OGwite ae 4: addition LO. pne voted 


increases or decreases by provinces, attention may also be drawn 


to .the larger number ‘ot docréés granted .to husbands in Manitoba, 


- and: to wives in Saskatichowan, ‘dWibertia-and British Columbia, the 


increases -in the two. latter haga a being es page oa! ty noteworthy, 
(See Table 2). ; 


~ 


~~ 2s 


“of Applicants for Pivorces- Previous to 1924 
Canada’s divorce statistics differed from those of most other 
countries in that they showed that a majority of tho divorces granted 
were at the petition of the husband. In 1924 wives obtained 51.2 
Pece Of the decress grantad, but in 1925 husbands were again ina 
majority of the successful petitionors with .50.6 pec. In 1926 wives 
received reliof in 52 peo. of the cases adjudged, this condition 
being possibly duo to tho passing of the Divorce Act, 1925, which 
romoved certain anomalios which formerly oporated to the prejudice 
of wives. A comparison of Canadian divorce statistics with those 
of New Zealand and the United States shows that of the docrees grant- 
ed in the former country from 1922 to 1925, wives racecivod 57.7, 
56.6, 58.7 and 55.0 pece respectively, while figures for the latter 
country for the three yoar poriod from 1922 to 1924 show tho 


decisions granted to wivos as boing 68.0, 67.8, and 68.5 p.c. of the 
total. In tho United States tho proportion of two divorcos granted 


to wives to ono granted to husbands has remained fairly constant 
since 1889. 


(A possible indication of tho grounds of petitions and 
decreos may be had from statistics of divorce in New Zealand, whore 
@ proportionatoly larger numbor of divorces wore granted in 1925 
to husbands on grounds of adultery, while a preponderance of decroas 
based on separation wore granted to wives. The numbors of divorces 
granted on grounds of desertion fsrm about 27 pece of the total 
numbers grantod to husbands and 36 pecs. of those granted to wives. 
In the United States, howevor, 42 p.c.e of tho divorces granted to 
wives are on grounds of cruclty, while 46 p.c. of those to husbands 
are on grounds of desertion. In the latter country, as in New 
Zoaland, a correspondingly largor proportion of decrecs are granted 
to husbands on. grounds of adultery than to wives.) 


Divorces Grantod in United Statos to Porsons Marricd in 
Canoda.- A fact which throws considerable new light on the 
divorce situation in Canada is found in the Marriage and Divorce 
Bulletin of the United States Bureau of the Census. The Statistics 
of this publication indicate the surprisingly large extent to which 
divorces are granted in that country to persons marricd in Canada. 
Thus, in 1922, no fewer than 1,368 divorce decreos were granted to. 


couples married in Canada, a number more than 2 3 times as large 
as tho total number granted in Canada in the same year. This 


number also formed 36.2 pece of the number of divorces granted in 
United States during the year to couples married in foreign 
countries, while, at tho same time, the porcentago of the Canadian-~ 
born population to tho total foreign- born amounted to only 8.1 pec. 
The Bulletin goes on to say, "It is possible that many Canadians 
acquire a residence in the United States for the sole purpose of 
obtaining divorce because in goneral, divorce laws are more 

liberal in the United States than in Canada", Of the 1,368 
divorces grantod to couples who had been marriod in Canada, no 
fewer than 462 were granted by the courts of the State of lishigan 
while 135 were granted in the State of Washington anda 128 in ; 
California. No lator figures than the above have been published 

in connoctdion with the dissolution of marriagos contracted outside 
the United States. 
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le. DLVOFCES GRANGED En GAGADL Lolo ~ 1926. 


(Final Docreaes) 


New Bradishy<aio tal 

Year (Ottwr ONG. Bt arse, Dpask. Mian, Nova Bruns-Colum- for 

Mo pera: £ geek Scotia wick bia Canada 
1916 445 1°20 4 Me a. 6 = 4, 20 60 
1914 18 ae 4 2 2 10 12 15 70 
1915 10 Ry, 3 1 1 13 6 16 53 
1916 18 1 th 2 2 14 11 169% 6” 
1917 © 10 4 2 a be 8 6 23 54 
191TBLY 8 1ocs ah 2y90R hd é 24 10 65 114 
1929. aothe 4 36 TBR OVE BB: 36 1%; 147 376 
Vee0 GS, OF 9 G5RSE LOTZG, 8 42 A5 15 T56LE,. 8e59 
1921 TOT 9 eat | Botovho1ee2 41 TSG 128 548 
1922 90 ERS OW PIO e SB ee: 97 GE Getter Veep age Sabda 
1923 Towne tr. ae i wey tednabainilual 139- “BOs 
1924 114 Bas, eee ee mse yr S wae 643 
1925 121 13 101 ane RITE oON ee he 180 OF ST 
1926 ale td 154 eM 85 PS Ah Be Wher 608 


Note:- In Prince Edward Island, only one divorce was granted between 
1868 and 1926% thi's was granted in L915. - 


DLVORCHS GRANTED IN CANADA 1924 .~ 1926, BY 
PROVINCES AND SEX OF" PLATNGLEE. 


(Pinat Decrees! 


tN tN Set AN tt sate ene nn Aen 


pcaaibanae er eases ck: ERC canipielapiel! NOR: Sy gees 
Provinces a Ai (ts 


ee 
~ 


ath ~ ~ 


Prince: Edward Is. - Seen Te pee! 1 a ae pe Mm REM AN: dle iN 


Neveanocotia gant... A ie a -6 es eL7 Poet! P4ee- BO 19 
New Brunswick:: - i? fll 0 UA nal tke Vlei A Tne me tee VE Le 
Quebec Mase 5 Near ee B 9 8 Toe74ES 1H 
Ontario ay AS lis a Ae Chelinhnd 8 65 :60 ESe"* TASES TP] 115 
Lianitoba cai ml on (ote ai mee fC es, | eee Sine. BG 
BaskgAghewan 5° .5 eae anne iy Swe De ae See O.! Ae 
Alberta aah tale Cow SA ror BB mee 758" PIBY"EOL 154 
British Columbia 62 aa 75 cies 79 92 156" 150 67 


PENUGi, salts ice) 265 279) 292 278 272 316 543),.,551.608 


ae Deen 192501 86. 31.924 1925 - Ue, 192 924: 1 925 $25 1926, 


$A a tn ey See 


wiles 


oon! ete INS VIDE OPHER COUNTRIES. 


In Table 3 are added comparative figures of divorces and 
marriages in Bngland and ‘Jales, Australin, New Zealand and 
Canada for the years 1916 to 1925,1924 or 1925. She peresntage 
of divorcees to marriages, taking place in the same year, as hore 
Sivon, is soen in the caso of England and Wales to havo inoreascd 
during thoso yoars from 0435 pec. to 0.88 p.ces in Australia 
f¥am. 1665 DaGayvto S25 peci In New Zealand from 244) peered 
ee 7l D’De ANG An Caonnda from 0<) pices to -049 Dec. Similar 
figuros for the United States, whore, of course, the total 
number of divorces is unusually large owing to the comparative 
ease with which they may be obtained, show incroases from 27,919 
fo Lotito 22.98% Snot essere Pa.06e sen 19066.) 112,036 in ei ae 
148,615 An LOLEY otGGg096 th I9sSeel70, 9oettn Vereen and lieeero 
eH L925¢ The porcontage of divorces to marriages incroased fron 
10.8 to 14.8 during the yoars 1916 naan 1925, divorces alone during 
this poriod incroasing by 56.7 pecs (In 1924 divorces grantod 
to women in United States constituted 68.5 pec. of tho total 
granted,as comparod with 6748 in 1923). 


LIL. NUMBER OF MARREAGES AND DIVORCES IN ENGLAND 


AND WALES, AUSTRALIA, NEW ZBALAND snp CANADA. IN 
RECENT YBAR 9 a 


England and Australia New 
Wales Zealand . Canada 
Year NO. OF Nowiot Nos of Ho. Of Noel, NOs Of Nowor No.of 
Marr- Divor- liarr- Dive Marr=- Div- hlarr- Div- 
iages ces: iages  orces iages orces iages -orces 
1916 Bg hee : (t990, AOS SOS. DOL.) Becks Loe 65,000 1/ 67 
1917 258,855 YOR SasGoo (aoe tents B2AS 25) GO pOOD aay 54 
1918 287,165 1lz1ll 33,141 GOT Ge 227 203 55,000 Ly 114 
1919 369,411 1,654 40,540 891 9,529 337 70,000 L/)) Ge 
1920 S7 apoe GOO Wola ied sOG9 tie ct 471 80,931 429 
192) $20,862 S522) 46,869.12 ,405 LO l6S5 513 69. 7dn — 548 
L922 239,024 2,589 44, 732 u2 2270) 9, 656 ay 64,420 544 
1923 292,408 2,667 44,541 1,448 10,070 524 66,463 505 
1924 £296,416 2,286 45,869 - 10,259 530 G5. 129 —~b43 
1925 206 .bG9 26605 +45,699 - 10,419 612 64,644 5St 
1926 - - - / - _ ~ 608 | 
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1/ Estimated. 


JURISDICTIGH CE IN CANADA. 


Bnglish Legislation.-~ 


It was not until 1857, when the Divorce and llatrimonial Causes 
Act was passed in England, that a right to divorce in that country 
was created. Divorce as we now understand it had formerly the 
Significance of judicial separation, Dy Mes ACE. of LE57 the (Goune 
of Divorce and i.atrimonial Causes was created and all jurisdiction 
in matrimonial matters, formerly exercised by the Heclesiastical 
Courts, was transferred to it by the Act. 


The Divorce and l.iatrimonial Causes Act of 18657 had ho force in 
the colonies of British North America before Confederation excopt 
in those colonies where such legislation had beon enacted. 


Oanada.- 


By See.9t) of the British North Amorfcavict, (26), the Dominfen 
Parliament was grantcod jurisdiction over the matter of marriage anda 
divorcee, while by Sec.92 (12) Provincial Legislatures were empowered 
to legislate upon the solemnization of marriage in their respoctive 
provinces, 


The Dominion Parliament, however, from 1867 until 1924, had 
passed no Act granting the right to obtain divorce nor had any court 
With jurisdiction in divorce matters been created in the Dominion 
Or in any province by Dominion Legislation. ftlatrimonial relief may, 
however, be obtained, and granted under authority of the B.N.A.Act, 
by petition to the Dominion Parliament through the Divorce Gommittee 
of the Senate. 


The Dominion Parliament by C.41 of the Statutes of 1925, added 

a new and important provision to the Canadian law respecting divorce, 
The law-in force until the passage of the Divorce Act, in so far 
as it concerned causes for divorce proceedings, has provided that, 
while a husband may obtain a divorce on grounds of adultery, it is 
necessary for a wife to prove both adultery and desertion, ‘This 
Q@nomaly has been removed, sec.2 of the Divorce Act’ stating “In any 
court having jurisdiction to grant divorce @ vinculo matrimonil 
any wife may cadmmence an action praying that her marriage may be 
dissolved on the ground that her husband has since the celebration 
thereof been guilty of adultery". The granting of a divorce in 
such cases, of course, is dependent on sufficient evidence that the 
wife has not been an accessory to or connived at such adultery or 
that the aotion is not prosecuted in-collusion with the husband or 

the woman with whom he is alleged to have committed adultery. In 
addition "the court shall not be bound to pronounge such decree 
'21t finds that the wife during. the marriage has been guilty of 
adultery or........of unreasonable delay or of cruelty towards 
the husband or of having doserted or wilfully separated hersolf 
from the husband before the adultery complained of and without 
reasonatlo excuse, or of such wilful neglect or misconduct as 
has condused to the adultery". 


Nova Sootia and New Brunswick.- 


By Sec.129 of the B.N.A.Act, all laws in forco in Canada, Nova 
Scotia and New Brunswick and all courts, etc. were to continue to 
oxist in the provinces of Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and Now 
Brunswick after Confederation. The provinces of Nova Scotia and 
New Brunswick, therefore, having enacted legislation respecting 
divorce and possessing courts exercising jurisdiction over such 
matters before Confederation and having continued to exercise 
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jurisdiction through courts of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes, are 
now ia the same position as they wore thon. A court was asteablishod 
in Nova Scotia under G.126 of the Revised Statutas (third series) 
of Nova Scotia, 1864, as the Court of Marriage and Divorce, the name 
of which was changed by 0.13 of the statutos of 1866 to the Court 
for Divores and Matrimonial Causes. The Court of Divorce and 
Matrimonial Causes.in New Brunswick was likewiso set up by an Act 
passed in 1860 (an Act to amend the Law rolating to Divorce ana 
Matrimonial Causesjy (Seo R.S.,N.B.,1903,C.115). 


Prince Bdward island 


In Prince Edward IEsland a court having jurisdiction_in divorce 
Wae Gobstituted by an Act of 1835 (5 Ym.1V,C.10}. This law has not 
been repealed since that timo, but tho power vested in the Governor 
and Executive Council has never been exercised. Persons living in 
Prince Bdward Island, who are desirous of seeking dissolution of 
marriage, until the establishment of &@ court such as that provided 
for by tho legislation of 1835, must do so by petition to the 
Dominion Parliament. 


British Columbia.- 


The colony of British Columbia acquired jurisdiction in matri- 
monial causes following & proclamation of the Governor giving 
fHoree in the province to the civil and criminal law of England as it 
existed on Nov.19,1858. he province has continued to exercise 
jurisdiction over divorcee through the courts established before 
Confederation. (Seo Rev.Statutes of B.CO.,1924, C.75). 


Manitoba.- 

The divorce law of England, as it existed on July 15,1870, was 
introduced into llanitoba by an Act of the Dominion Parliament, 51 
Vict.,C.53. The court of King’s Bench of Manitoba has the same 
jurisdiction in diverce es the courts have in England under the 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act,1857. 


Alberta and Saskatchewan.- 


The Dominion Pasliament, by 49 Vict.C.25, onacted that tho 
laws of England as existing on July 15, 1870 should be in force 
in tho Northwest Territorics. In 1918 the Appellate Division of 
the Supreme Court of Alberta held that the effect of tho above act 
and of legislation passed sreating the province was to make the 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act of 1857 and amendments up to 
July 15, 1870 apply to the province of Alborta. This docision was 
confirmed on appeal to the Imperial Privy Council. Subsequent judg- 
ments by the Saskatchewan Court of Appeal held that the English 
law as it existed on July 15,1870 had force in the province and 
that the rights conferred under it might be enforced by the Court 
of King’s Bonsh. The provinces of Alberta and Saskatchewan, therefore, 
are in tho same position in the matter of jurisdiction over divorce. 


Ontario and OQuebec.- 


In Ontario and Quebec it is considered that the courts have no 
jurisdiction to entertain an application for divorce and no attempt 
has bacn made in Ontario to ostablish such power. In Quebse the 
courts nnve assumed power, not to dissolve but, in somo casas, to 
ariui marriage or to entortain petitions for soparation. The 
powoar to annul a marriage is exercised by tho courtw of Ontario in 
6Grtuin cases only (see 7 BdweVII, ce233 R-G.0. 1914,C.148; 

9 €20,.%, C.85}). Persons soeking divorce in Ontario and Quebec, 
thercforg, (as well as in Prince Edward Island) must do so by 
petition to the Dominion Parliamont. 
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DIVORCES IN CANADA, 1927 


(With supplementary notes on Jurisdiction in Divorce in Canada and on the Divorce 
Act of 1925.) 


Statistics of divorces, secured from the authorities of six 
mrovinces where divorces are granted by the courts and from the Dominion 
statutes for Ontario and Quebec, and compiled by the General Statistics Branch 
of the Dominion Bureau of Statistics, show an increase of 140 in the number of 
divorces granted in Canada during 1927 over the previous year. A total of 748 
divorces was granted during the calendar year 1927, as compared with 608’ during 
the calendar year 1926 - an increase of 23.0 p.c. The 1927 total is the 
largest number so far recorded in any one year. 


The increase in divorces granted from 1916 to 1921 has been 
ascribed to the unsettling psychological effects of the war period and the 
long separations of men from their wives, combined with the new facilities for 
obtaining divorce, provided by a decision of the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, which enabled the courts of Alberta and Saskatchewan to grant 
divorces. Decreases in the totals in 1922 and 192% appeared to indicate a 
decline which might be ascribed to the pagsage of war-time conditions, but 
the comparatively large increases in 1924, 1925,1926 and 1927, eight years after 
the Armistice, must evidently be attributed to the greater ease with which 
decrees may now be obtained and, possibly, to a more lenient view of such 
proceedings on the part of the community. (See Jurisdiction in Divorce in 
Canada page 5.) 


The number of divorces granted during 1927, by provinces, 
(Table 1) was 197 in British Columbia, 182 in Ontario, 148 in Alberta, 102 in 
Menitobe, 60 in Saskatchewan, 29 in Nova Scotia, 17 in New Brunswick, 13 
in Quebec and none in Prince Edward Island, where, indeed only one divorce 
has been granted since Confederation. 


The largest increases in divorces granted during the year 
were in Ontario and British Columbia, in which provinces the 1927 figures 
showed increases of 69 and 30 respectively. Increases were also shown in all 
other provinces except Alberta, Menitoba showing an increase of 17, Saskatchewan 
12, Nova Scotia 10, New Brunswick 5 and Quebec 3. A decrease of 6 took place 
in Alberta. 


The Sex of Applicants fo: Divorces.- Previous to 1924 Canada's 
divorce statistics differed from those of most other countries in that they 
showed that a majority of the divorces granted were at the petition of the 
husband. In 1924 wives obtained 51.2 p.c. of the decrees granted, but in 1925 
husbends were again in a majority of the successful petitioners with 50.6 peice 
.In 1926 wives received relief in 52 p.c. of the cases adjudged, this condition 
being possibly due to the passing of the Divorce Act, 1925, which removed 
certain anomalies which formerly operated to the prejudice of wives.!/ A com- 
varison of Canadian divorce statistics with those of New Zealand and the United 
States shows thet of the decrees granted in the former country from 1922 to 
1925, wives received 57.7, 56.6, 58.7 and 55.9 p.c. respectively, while figures 
for the latter country for the four year period from 1922 to 1925 show the 
decisions granted to wives as being 58.0, 67.8, 68.5 and 69.9 n.c. of the 
total respectively. In the United States the oroportion of two divorces granted 
to wives to one granted to husbands has remained fairly constant since 1889. 


Ly In 1927 wives obtained 52.0 oc. of the decrees granted. 


“bs 


(A possible indication of the grounds of petitions and 
decrees may be had from statistics of divorce in New Zealand, where a 
proportionately larger number of divorces were srented in 1925 to husbands 
on grounds of adultery, while a preponderance of decreea based on 
separation were granted to wives. The numbers of divorces granted on 
groutids of desertion form about 27 p.c. of the total numbers granted to 
husbands and 36 p.c. of those granted to wives. In the United States, 
however, 42 n.c. of the divorces granted to wives are on grounds of 
cruelty, while 46 ».c. of those granted to husbands are on the ground 
of desertion, In the latter country, as in New Zealand, a correspondingly 
larger proportion of decrees are granted to husbands on grounds of 
adultery than to wives. 


Divorces Granted in United Stetes to Persons Married in 
Canada.- <A fact which throws considerable new light on the divorce 


situation in Canada is found in the Marriage and Divorce Bulletin of 

the United States Bureau of the Census. The statistics of this 
publication indicate the surprisingly large extent to which divorces 

are granted in that country to persons married in Canada. Thus, in 

1922, no fewer than 1, 363 divorce decrees were granted to couples 
married in Canada, a number more than 24 times as large as the total 
number granted in Canada in the same year. This number also formed 

36.2 pec. of the number of divorces granted in United States during the 
year to couples married in foreign countries, while, at the same time 

the percentage of the Canadian-born population to the total foreign- 

born amounted to only 8.1 p.c. The Bulletin goes on to say, "It is possible 
that many Canadians acquire a residence in the United States for the sole 
purpose of obtaining divorce because, in general, divorce laws are more 
liberal in the United States than in Canada." Of the 1,368 divorces 
granted in 1922 to couples who had been married in Canada, no fewer than 
462 were granted by the courts of the State of Michigan, while 135 

were granted in the State of Washington and 128 in California. No 

later figures than the above have been published in connection with the 
dissolution of marriages contracted outside the United States. 
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1. DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA 191% - 1927 


(Final Decrees) 


Tew British Total 
Year  iGntar Que... Alta: Sask. Man. rei ree ee ie 
DP Conet, 4. Lee ee OT em, ae BO 
1914 18 7 4 2 2 10 12 15 70 
1915 10 3 3 1 1 13 6 16 53 
1916 18 ey Wiss 2 2 14 ll 18 67 
1917 10 4 2 1 e 8 6 23 54 
1918 10 2 2 ib - 24. 10 65 114 
1919 4g 4 36 3 «88 36 13 147 376 
1920 gi 9 65 26s “us 15 136 429 
1921 101 9 3h BO" Bee 41 13 128 5Ug 
1922 go 6 129 a 97 | 35 12 138 5uy 
1923 105 11 87 41 81 22 19 139 505 
1924 114 13 118 28 77 42 15 136 Buz 
1925 121 13 101 he 79 30 15 150 551 
1926 113 10 154 Lg 85 19 12 167 608 
1927 182 13 143 BOuu he 29 17 197 748 


Note - In Prince Edward Island, only one divorce was granted between 1868 and 1925: 
this was granted in 1913. 


11. DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA, 1925 - 1927 BY 
PROVINCES AND SEX OF PLAINTIFF 


(Final Decrees) 


Provinces : To Husbands: To “Wives: Total: 


1925 1926 1927 192571926. 19271925. 19026-91927 


Prince Edvard Is. = E L, = 


Nova Scotia 13 6 14 17 13 15 %0 19 29 
New Brunswick 9 ‘45 11 6 7 6 15 12 17 
Quebec y 2 7 9 8 6 13 10 13 
Ontario 61 54 64 60 69 Was Tey 113 182 
Manitoba 36 yu U6 U3 Ta 56 79 85 102 
Saskatchevan 27 270 A UG Saeko ShRs RS 60 
Alberta 58 79 $2 Ls 75 66 20) 2154 148 
British Columbia : 5 1 2s F106. @ 1ROeNG 1 


Canada 279 292) = 355 re 316° 77393 551 608 748 
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divorces is unusually large owing to the comparative ease with which they may 


Ta 


COMPARISONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES 


In Table 3 are added comparative figures of divorces and marriages in 

Englend and Wales, Australia, New Zealand and Canaca for the years 1916 ond sub- 
sequently.The percentage of divorces to marriages taking vlace in the same year, 

as here given, is seon in the case of England and Wales to have increased during 

those years from 0.35 p.c. to 0.94 p.c.; in Australia from 1.53 p.c, to 3.36 Doce; 

in New Zealand from 2.41 p.c. to 5.75 p.c. and in Camara from 0.1 p.c.‘'to 0.9 pec. 
Similar figures for the United States, where,of course, the total number of & 


be obtained, show increases from 27,919 in 1897 to 42,93/ in 1896, 72,062 in 

1906, 112,036 in 1916, 148,815 in 1922, 165,096 in 1923, 170,952 in 1924, 175,449 
in 1925 and 180,853 in 1926. 
from 10.8 to 14,8 during the years 1916 to 1925, divorces during this veriod 


increasing by 56.7 p.c. 


The percentage oi divorces to marriages increased 


(In 1925 divorces granted to women in the United States 


constituted 69.9 p.c. of the total granted; as compared with 68.5 n.c. in 1924. 


Year 


' lages ces iages ces iages orces La 
1916 279,846 990 40,289 6l7siesiel? 198 5 


iages ces 
65, 000!/ 67 


1917 
1918 
1919 
1920 
1921 
1922 
1923 
1924 
1925 
1926 
1927 


111. NUMBER OF UARRIAGES AND DIVORCES IN ENGLAND AND WALES, 
AUSTRALIA, NEW ZEALAND AND CANADA IN RECENT YEARS. 


England and New 
Wales Australia Zealam 

Mosel eNos Of Nowof Now of Noyv.of 

Marr- Divor- Marr- Divor- Marr- 


258,855 
287,163 
369 , 411 
379,058 
320, 852 
299,524 
292,408 
296,416 
295,689 
27935860 


L/Estimeted. 


703 33,666 
1,121. 33,141 
1,654 40,540 
3,090 51,552 
3,522 46,860 
2,588 44,731 
2,667 44,542 
2,286 45,869 
2,605 46,899 
25622 47,867 
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70, 0001/ 
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64,420 
66,463 
65,129 
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JURISDICTION IN DEYORCE IN CANADA, 
English Legislstion.- 


It v@s not until 1857, when the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act was passed 
in England, that a right to divorce in that country was created. Divorce as we now 
understand it had formerly the significance of judicial separation. By this Act of 
185/ the Court of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes was created and all jurisdiction in 
matrimonial matters, formerly exercised by the Ecclesiastical Courts, was transferred 
to it by the Act. 


The Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act of 1557 had no force in the colonies of 
British North America before Confederation except in those colonies where such legis- 
lation had been enacted. 


Canada. - 


By Sec. 91 of the British North America Act (26), the Dominion Parliament was 
granted jurisdiction over the matter of marriage and divorce, while by Sec. 9e (12) 
Provincial Legislatures were empowered to legislate upon the solemnization of marriage 
in their respective provinces. 


The Dominion Parliament, however, from 1867 until 1924, had passed no Act 
granting the right to obtain divorce nor had any court with jurisdiction in divorce 
matters been created in the Dominion or in any province by Dominion Legislation. 
liatrimonial relief may, however, be obtained, and granted under authority of the 
B.N.A. Act, by petition to the Dominion Parliament throu.h the Divorce Committee of 
the Senate. 


The Dominion Parliament by C.41 of the Statutes of 1925, added a new and im- 
portant provision to the Canadian law respecting divorce. The law in force until 
the passage of the Divorce Act, in so far as it concerned causes for divorce proceed- 
ings, has provided that, while a husband may obtain a divorce on grounds of adultery, 
it is necessary for a wife to prove both adultery and desertion. This anomaly has 
been removed, sec.2 of the Divorce Act stating "In any court having jurisdiction to 
grant divorce a vinculo matrimonii any wife may commence an action praying that her 
marriage may be dissolved on the ground that her husband has since the celebration 
thereof been guilty of adultery". The granting of a divorce in such cases, of course, 
is dependent on sufficient evidence that the wife has not been an accessory to or 
connived at such adultery or that the action is not prosecuted in collusion with the 
husband or the woman with whom he is alleged to have committed adultery. In addition 
"the court shall not be bound to pronounce such decree if it finds that the wife 
during the marriage has been guilty of adultery or........ ohe-se OL Unreasonable delay 
or of cruelty towards the husband or of having deserted or wilfully separated herself 
from the husband before the adultery complained of and without reasonable excuse, or 
of such wilful neglect or misconduct as has conduced to the adultery". 


Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. - 


By Sec.129 of the B.N.A. Act, all laws in force in Canada, Nova Scotia and 

New Brunswick and all courts, etc. were to continue to exist in the provinces of 
Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick after Confederation. The provinces 

6f Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, therefore, having enacted legislation respecting 
divorce and possessing courts exercising jurisdiction over such matters before 
Confederation and having continued to exercise jurisdiction through courts of Divorce 
and Matrimoniel Causes, are now in the same position as they were then. <A court was 
established in Nova Scotia under C.126 of the Revised Statutes (third series) of 

Nova Scotia, 1864, as the Court of Marriaze and Divorce, the name of which was changed 
‘by C.13 of the statutes of 1866 to the Court for Divorce and Ifatrimonial Causes. The 
“Court of Divorce and iiatrimonial Causes in New Brunswick was likewise set up by ay 
“Act passed in 1860 (an Act to amend the Law relating to Divorce and Matrimonial Causes). 
eee. o., N.B., 1903, C. 115). 
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Prince Edward Island. - 


In Prince Hdward Island a court having jurisdiction in divorce was constituted 
by an Act of 1835 (5 Wm.I¥,C.10). This law has not been repealed since that time, 
but the power vested in the Yovernor and Executive Council to establish a divorce 
court has never been exercised, Persons living in Prince Edward Island, who are 
desirous of seeking dissolution of marriage, must do so by petition to the Dominion 
Parliament. 


British Columbia.- 


The colony of British Columbia acquired jurisdiction in matrimonial causes 
following a proclamation of the Governor giving force in the province to the 
civil and criminal law of faogiand as it existed on Nov.19, 1858. The province has 
continued to exercise jurisdiction over divorce through the courts established 
before Confederation. (See Rev. Statutes of Bivs.. 192h, Cis. 


’ 


Manitoba.- 


The divorce law of Wngland, as it existed on July 15, 1870, was introduced 
into Manitoba by an Act of the Dominion Parliament, 51 Vict., C.33. The court of 
King's Bench of Manitoba has the same jurisdiction in divorce as the courts have 
in England under the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857. 


Alberta and Saskatchewan. - 


The Dominion Parliament, by 49 Vict... 25, enacted that the laws of England 
as existing on July 15, 1870 should be in force in the Northwest Territories. In 
1918 the AppelliveDivision of the Supreme Court of Alberta held that the effect of 
the above Act and of legislation passed creating the province was to make the 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act of 1857 and amendments up to July 15, 1870 apply 
to the province of Alberta. This decision was confirmed on appeal to the Imperial 
Privy Council. Subsequent judgments by the Saskatchewan Court of Appeal held that 
the English law as it existed on July 15, 1870 had force in the province and that 
the rights conferred under it mizht be enforced by the Court of King's Bench, The 
provinces of Alberta and Saskatchewan, therefore, are in the same position in the 
matter of jurisdiction over divorce, 


Cnterio and Q@uebec.- 


In Ontario and quebec it is considered that the courts have no jurisdiction 
to entertain an application for divorce and no attempt has been made in Ontario to 
establish such power, In Quebec the courts have assumed power, not to dissolve but, 
in some cases, to annul marriage. or to éntertain petitions for Separation. The 
power to annul a marriage is exercised by the courts of Ontario in certain cases 
only (sse 7 Edw. Vii. c.23: R.S.0. 1914, 0.148; 9 Geo.¥, 0.35)< Persons seeking 
divorce in Ontario and Quebec, (as well as in Prince Edward Island) must do so by 
petition to the Dominion Parliament, 
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DIVORCES IN CANADA, 1928 
(With Supplementary notes on Jurisdiction in Divorce in Canada and on the Divorce 
Act of 1925.) 


Statistics of divorces, secured from the authorities of six 
provinces where divorces are granted by the courts and from the Dominion 
statutes for Ontario and Quebec, and compiled by the General Statistics Branch 
of the Dominion Bureau of Statistics, show an increase of 37 in the number of 
divorces granted in Canada during 1928 over the previous year. A total of 785 
divorces was granted during the calendar year 1923, us compared with 748 during 
the calendar year 1927 - an increase of 4.9 p.c. The 1928 total is the 
largest number so far recorded in any one year. 


The increase in divorces granted from 1916 to 1921 has been 
ascribed to the unsettling psychological effects of the war period and the 
long separations of men from their wives, combined with the new facilities for 
obtaining,divorce provided by a decision of the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, which enabled the courts of Alberta and Saskatchewan to grant 
divorces. Decreases in the totals in 1922 and 1923 appeared to.indicate a 
decline which might be ascribed to the passage of war-time conditions, but 
the comparatively large increases in 1924, 1925, 1926, 1927 and 1928, ten 
years after the Armistice, must evidently be attributed to the greater ease with 
which decrees may now be obtained and, possibly, to a more lenient view of such 
proceedings on the part of the community. (See Jurisdiction in Divorce in 
Canada, page 5.) 


The number of divorces granted during 1928, by provinces, (Table 
1) was 213 in Ontario, 203 in British Columbia, 168 in Alberta, 79 in 
Manitoba, 55 in Saskatchewan, 28 in Nova Scotia, 25 in Quebec, 14 in New 
Brunswick and nons in Prince Kdward Island, where, indeed,only one divorce has 
been granted since Confederation. 

The largest increases in divorces granted during the year were in 
Ontario and Alberta, in which provinces the 1928 figures showed increases of 31 
and 20 respectively. Quebec registered an increase of 12 and British Columbia 
showed 6 more than in 1927, while the other four ‘provinces showed decreases as 
follows: Manitoba 23, Saskatchewan 5, New Brunswick 3, and Nova Scotia l. 


The Sex of Applicants for Divorces.- Previous to 1924 Canada's 


divorce statistics differed from those of most other countries in that they 
showed that a majority of the divorces granted were at the petition of the 
husband. In 1924 wives obtained 51.2 p.c. of the decrees granted, but in 1925 
husbands were again in the majority of the successful petitioners with 50.6 p.c. 
In 1926 wives received relief in 52 p.c. of the cases ‘adjudged , in. 1927 52.6 
pec. and in 1928 52.0 p.c., this condition being possibly due to the passing 

of the Divorce Act, 1925, which removed certain anomalies which formerly 
operated to the prejudice of wives. A comparison of Canadian divorce statistics 
with those of New Zealand and the United States shows that of the decrees granted 
in the former country from 1922 to 1926, wives received 57.7, 56.6, 58.7, 55.0 
and 61.4 p.c. respectively, while figures for the latter country for the five 
year period from 1922 to 1926 show the decisions granted to wives as being 68.0, 
67.8, 68.5, 69.9 and. 70.5 p.c. of the total respectively. In the United States 
the proportion of ' two divorces granted to wives to one granted to husbands 
has remained fairly constant since 1889. 
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A possible indication of the grounds of petitions and decrees 
may be had from statistics of divorce in New Zealand, where a proportion- 
ately larger number of divorces were granted in 1926 to husbands on grounds 
of adultery, while a preponderance of decrees based on separation were 
granted to wives. The numbers of divorces granted on grounds of desertion 
form about 30 p.c. of the total numbers granted to husbands and 36 p.c. of 
those granted to wives. In the United States, however, 43 p.c. of the 
divorces granted to wives are on grounds of cruelty, while 46 p.c. of those 
granted to husbands are on the ground of desertion. In the latter country, 
as in New Zealand, a correspondingly larger proportion of decrees are granted 
to husbands on grounds of adultery than to wives. 


Divorces Granted in United States to Persons Married in Canada.- 
A fact which throws considerable new light on the divorce situation in 
Canada is found in the Marriage and Divorce Bulletin of the United States 
Bureau of the Census. The statistics of this publication indicate the sur- 
prisingly large extent to which divorces are granted in that country to 
persons married in Canada.. Thus, in 1922, no fewer than 1,368 divorce 
decrees were granted to couples married in Canada, a number more than 23 
times as large as the total number granted in Canada in the same year. This 
number also formed 36.2 p.c. of the number of divorces granted in United 
States during the year to couples married in foreign countries, while, at the 
same time the percentage of the Canadian-born population to the total foreign- 
born amounted to only 8.1 p.c. The Bulletin goés on to say, "It is possible 
that many Canadians acquire a residence in the United States for the sole 
purpose of obtaining divorce because, in genéral, divorce laws are more 
liberal in the United States than in Canada," Of the 1,368 divorces granted 
in 1922 to couples who had been married in Canada, no fewer than 462 were 
granted by the courts of the State of Michigan, while 135 were granted by the 
courts of the State of Washington and 128 in California. No later figures 
than the above have been published in connection with the dissolution of 
marriages contracted outside the United States, 
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1. DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA 1913 - 1928 


(Final Decrees) 


New British Total 

Year Ont. Que. Alta. Sask. Man. Nova Bruns- Col- for 
s J Scotia wick umbia Canada 
1913 20 4 4 1 6 - 4 20 60 
1914 18 7 4 2 2 10 12 15 70 
1915. 10 : 3 1 it 13 ie 16 53 
1916 18 i A 2 2 14 ll 18 67 
1917 10 4 2 1 - 8 6 23 54 
1916 10 2 2 1 - 24 10 65 114 
1919 49 4 36 3 88 36 13 147 376 
1920 91 9 65 26 42 45 15 136 425 
1921 101 9 84 50 122 41 Ae 128 548 
1922 90 6 ae Sit oY 35 2 138 har 
1923 105 Ly 87 41 81 22 19 139 505 
1924 114 13 118 28 17 42 15 136 nes 
1925 saa) 13 101 42 719 30 15 150 551 
1926 123 10 154 48 85 19 12 167 608 
1927 182 13 148 60 102 29 17 197 748 
1923 213 25 168 55 79 20 14 203 785 
Nete - In Prince Edward Island, only one divorce was granted between 1 192 


This was granted in 1913. 


rae DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA, 1926 - 1928 BY 


PROVINCES AND SEX OF PLAINTIFF 


(Final Decrees) 


aa fo Husbands: Total: 
1926 192 1928 1926 192 1928 1926 192 1928 


Frince Sdward Is. = - = 


Nova Scotia 6 14 16 

New Brunswick 5 ca 6 Le AY 14 
que bec 2 | 7 10 As as) 
Ontario 54 64 87 113 182 213 
Manitoba 44 46 44 85 102 19 
Saskatchewan 27 40 oa 48 60 55 
alberta 719 82 90 154 148 168 
British Columbia 75 91 100 167 197 203 


Canada 292 355° att 316 393 408 608 748 785 
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COMPARISONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES 


In Table 3 are added comparative figures of divorces and marriages 
in England and Wales, Australia, New Zealand and Canada for the years 1916 and 
subsequently. The percentage of divorces to marriages’ taking place in the same 
year, as here-given, is seen in the case of England and Wales to have increased 
during those years from 0.35 p.c. to 1.03 p.c.; in Australia from 1.53 p.c. to 
3.99 p.c.; in New Zealand from 2.41 p.c. to 5.75 p.c. and in Canada from 0.1 p.c. 
to 1.08 p.c. Similar figures for the United States, where, of course, the total 
number of divorces is unusually large owing to the comparative ease with which 
they may be obtained, show increases from 27,919 in 1887 to 42,937 in 1896, 72,062 
in 1906, 112,036 in 1916, 148,815 in 1922, 165,096 in 1923, 170,952 in 1924, 
175,449 in 1925, 180,853 in 1926 and about 192,000 in 1927. The percentage of 
divorces to marriages increased from 10.6 to 15.0 during the years 1916 to 1926, 
divorces during this period increasing by 58.6 p.c. (In 1926 divorces granted to 
women in the United States constituted 70.5 p.c. of the total granted, as compared 
with 69.9 p.c. in 1925) 


3. NUMBER OF MARRTAGHS. AND DIVORCES:-IN ENGLAND AND WALES, 


AUSTRALIA, NEW ZEALAND. AND CANADA IN RECENT YEARS 


England and | New 


ts Australia Canada 
eae No. oe an of oe ae caren te of | No. of No. of 
Marr Divor- | Marr- Divor- | Marr- Divor- | Marr- Divor- 

iages Ges iages ces iages _ces iages ces 
1916 279 ,846 990 8213 198 | 65,0001/ 67 
1917 258,855 103 6,417 221 | 60,0001/ 54 
1918 iS ig (ee 6,227 203 | 55,0002/ 114 
1919 BOAT DARA 9,519 337 | 70,0001/ 376 
1920 379,658 3,090 TASET Ss 471 80,931 429 
1921 320,852 3,522 10,635 513 69 ,732 548 
1922 299 , 524 2,588 9,556 523 64,420 544 
1923 292,408 2,667 104070 524 66 , 463 505 
1924 296,416 2,286 10,259 Bao Gs ths | bag 
1925 295,689 2,605 10,419 612 | 64,644 551 
1926 279,860 2,622 10,680 614 | 66,558 608 
1927 308 , 370 3,190 - - - - 69 ,465 748 
1928 = a on 2 fs A i 7185: 


RN A A A SR I A NN A SE 


BA tet timed. 


wt 


ence dele 


{ 
i 
4 
| 
- 
: 
4 
y 


eS 


3 

iy 
uy 
i 


5 My, w romh eh ane 
‘ . i Li epic nee ek 
bd A r pak dala igh remree inepe Hanes! 
Pi vapor ca ieee aye ee qo noone ‘ 
(9 oe ey se % a ae 7 
‘own eae a acetone pare ee 


" ' se oe 4 ar 


sae 


-5- 
JURISDICTION IN DIVORCE IN CANADA 


English Legislation. - 


It was not until 1857, when the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act 
was passed in ingland, that a right to divorce in that country was created. Diverce 
as we now understand it had formerly the significance of judicial separation. By 
this Act of 1857 the Court of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes was created and all 
jurisdiction in matrimonial matters, formerly exercised by the Ecclesiastical 
Courts, was transferred to it by the Act. 


The Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act of 1857 had no force in the 
colonies of British North America before Confederation except in those colonies 
where such legislation had been enacted. 


Canada.- 


By Sec. 91 of the British North America Act (26), the Dominion 
Pariiament was granted jurisdiction over the matter of marriage and divorce, while 
by Sec, 92 (12) Provincial Legislatures were empowered to legislate upon the 
solemnization of marriage in their respective provinces. 


The Dominion Parliament, however, from 1667 until 1924, has passed 
no Act granting the right to obtain orcs Bo had any court with jurisdiction 
in divorce matters been created in the Dominion or in any province by Dominion 
Legislation. Matrimonial relief may, however, be obtained, and granted under 
authority of the B,N.A. Act, by petition to the Dominion Parliament through the 
Divorce Committee of the Senate, 


The Dominion Parliament by C. 41 of the Statutes of 1925, added a new 
and important provision to the Canadian law respecting divorce. The law in force 
Umea wie passage of the Divorce ALt, in so far as it concerned causes for divorce 
proceedings, has provided that, while a husband may obtain a divorce on grounds of 
adultery, it is necessary for a wife to prove both adultery and desertion. This anom- 
aly has been removed, sec. 2 of the Divorce Act stating "In any court having 
jurisdiction to grant divorce a vinculo matrimonii any wife may commence an 
action praying that her marriage may be dissolved on the ground that her husband 
Hes since the celebration thereof been guilty of adultery", The granting of a 
divorce in such cases, of course, is dependent on sufficient evidence that the 
wife has not been an accessory to or connived at such adultery or that the action 
is not prosecuted in collusion with the husband or the woman with whom he is 
alleged to have committed adultery. In addition "the court shall not be bound to 
pronounce such decree if it finds that the wife during the marriage has been 
Pomrte Ol adultery ofa... ss..: of unreasonable delay or of cruelty towards the 
husband or of having deserted or wilfully separated herself from the husband 
before the adultery complained of and without reasonable excuse, or of such wil- 
ful neglect or misconduct as has conduced to the adultery". 


Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.- 


By Se¢. 129 of the B.N.A. Act, all laws in force in Canada, Nova 
Scotia and New Brunswick and all courts, etc. were to continue to exist in the 
provinces of Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick after Confederation. 
The provinces of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, therefore, having enacted legis- 
lation respecting divorce and possessing courts exercising jurisdiction over such 
matters before Confederation and having continued to exercise jurisdiction through 
courts of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes, ure now in the same position as they 
were then. A court was established in Nova Scot a under C. 126 of the Revised 
Statutes (third series) of Nova Scotia, 1864, as the Court of Marriage and 
Divorce, the name of which was changed by C. 13 of the statutes of 1866 to the 
Court for Divorce and Matrimonial Causes. The Court of Divorce and Matrimonial 
Causes in New Brunswick was likewise set up by an Act passed in 1860 (an Act to 
amend the Law relating to Divorce and Matrimonial Causes). (See. R.S., N.B., 


maa. CO. 115). 


Prince tdward Island. - 


In Prince Edward Island a court having jurisdiction in divorce was 
constituted by an Act of 1835 (5 Wm. IV, ©. 10). This law has not been repealed 
since that time, but the power vested in the Governor and Executive Council to 
establish a divorce court has never been exercised. Persons living in Prince 
Edward Island, who are desirous of seeking dissolution of marriage, must do so 
by petition to the Dominion Parliament. 


British Columbia. - 


The colony of British Columbia acquired jurisdiction in matrimonial 
causes following a proclamation of the Governor giving force in the province to 
the civil and criminal law of Bnglahd as it existed on Nov. 19, 1858, The pro- 
vince has continued to exercise jurisdiction over divorce through the courts 
established before Confederation, (See Revi Statutes of B.C., 1924; C. 75): 


Manitoba. - 


The divorce law of England, as it existed on July 15, 1870, was 
introduced into Manitoba by an Act of the Dominion Parliament, 51 Vict., C. 33. 
The court of King's Bench of Manitoba has the same jurisdiction iy divorce as 
the courts have in England under the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857. 


Alberta and Saskatchewan. - 


The Dominion Parliament, by 49 Vict. C. 25, enacted that the laws 

of England as existing on July 15, 1870, should be in force in the Northwest 
Territories. In 1918 the Appellate Division of the Supreme Court of Alberta held 
that the effect of the above Act and of legislation passed creating the province 
was to make the Divorce and Matrim niul Causes Act of 1857 and amendments up to 
July 15, 1870 apply to the province of Albertu. This decision was confirmed on 
appeal to the Imperial Privy Council. Subsequent judgments by the Saskatchewan 
Court of Appeal held that the English law as it existed on July 15/ 1870 had 
force in the province and that the rights conferred under it might be enforced 
by the Court of King's Bench. The provinces of Alberta and Saskatchewan, therefore, 
ere in the same position in the matter of jurisdiction over divorce. 


Ontario and Guebec.- 


In Ontario and Quebec it is considered that the courts have no 
jurisdiction to entertain an application for divorce and no attempt has been 
made in Ontario to establish such power. In Quebec the courts have assumed power, 
not to dissolve but, in some cases, to annul marriage or to entertain petitions 
Por separation. The power to annul a marriage is exercised by the courts of 
Ontario in certain cases only (See 7 Edw, VII, C. PR ORO ONO WA OS aS so) ato 
V, C. 35). Persons seeking divorce in Ontario and Quebec, (as well as in Prince 
Edward Islavd) must do so by petition to the Dominion Parliament. 
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DIVORCSS IN CANADA, 192 


(With Supplementary notes on Jurisdiction in Divorce in Canada ) 


Statistics of divorces, secured from the authorities of six provinces 
where divorces are granted by the courts and fromthe Dominion statutes for Ontario 
and {uebec, and compiled by the General Statistics Branch of the Dominion Bureau of 
Statistics, show an increase of 31 in the number of divorces granted in Canada dur- 
ing 1929 over the previous year. A total of 816 divorces was granted during the 
calendar year 1929, as compared with 735 during the calendar year 1923 - an increase 
of 3.9 pc. The 1929 total is the largest number so far recorded in any one year. 


The increase in divorces granted during the war jeriod has been ascribed 
to the unsettling psychological effects of the war and the long separations of men 
from tneir wives, combined with the new facilities for obtaining divorce ,rovided 
by a decision of the Judicial Committee of tie Privy Council, which enabled the 
courts of Alberta and Saskatchewan to grant divorces. Decreases in the totals in 
1922 and 1923 appeared to indicate a decline which might be ascribed to the passage 
of war-time conditions, but the comparatively large increases from 1924 to 1929 
Must evidently be attributed to the greater ease with which decrees may now be 
obtained and, possibly, to a more lenient view of such proceedings on the part of 
the community. (See Jurisdiction in Divorce in Canada, page 5.) 


| Divorces in the Different Provinces.- The number of divorces granted 
during 1928, by provinces, (Table 1) was 222 in British Columbia, 200 in Ontario, 
147 in Alberta, 89 in Manitoba, 69 in Saskatchewan, 30 in Nova Scotia, 30 in Quebec, 
21 in New Brunswick and none in Prince sdward Island, where, indeed, only one 
divorce has been granied since Confederation. The largest increases in divorces 
granted during the year were in British Columbia and Saskatchewan, in which pro- 
Winces the 1929 figures showed increases of 19 and 14 respectively. Manitoba, with 
10, New Brunswick, with 7, and Quebec, with 5, also showed increases. Alberta and 
Ontario showed decreases of 21 and 5, respectively. 


The Sex of Applicants for Divorces.- Previous to 1924 Canada's divorce 
Statistics differed from those of most other countries in that they showed that a 
majority of the divorces granted were at the petition of the husband. In 1924 
Wives obtained 51.2 ,.c. of the decrees granted, but in 1925 husbands were again in 
the majority of the successful petitioners with 50.6 ..c. In 1926 wives received 
Meiserein 52 p.c. of the cases adjudged, in 1)/27 52.6 p.c. and in 192d 52.0 p.c., 
jhis mndition being possibly due to the passing of the Divorce Act, 1925, which re- 
oved certain anomalies which formerly operated to the prejudice of wives. In:1929 
Wives received relief in 53.9 -p.c. of the cases adjudged. A com,arison of Canadian 
Givorce statistics with those of New Zealend and the United States shows that of 
the decrees granted in the former country from 1922 to 1927, wives received 57.7, 
6.6, 58.7, 55.0, 61.4 and 55.0 p.c. respectively, while figures for the latter 
country for the five year period from 1923 to 1927 show the decisions granted to 
wives as being 67.8, 68.5, 69.9, 70.5 and 71.0 p.c. of the total respectively. In 
the United States the proportion of two divorces yvranted to wives to one granted to 
nusbands has remained fairly constant since 1889. 
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A possible indication of the grounds of petitions and decrees may be 
had from statistics of divorce in New Zealand, where a proportionately larger 
number of divorces were granted in 1927 to husbands on grounds of adultery, while 
a@ preponderance of decrees based on separation were granted to wives. The 
numbers of divorces granted on grounds of desertion form about 41 p.c. of the 
total numbers granted to husbands and 33 p.c. of those granted to wives. In the 
United States, however, 45 p.c. of the divorces granted to wives are on grounds of 
cruelty, while 45 p.c. of those granted to husbands are on the ground of desertion. 
In the latter country, as in New Zealand, a correspondingly larger proportion of 
decrees are granted to husbands on grounds of adultery than to wives. 


Divorces Granted in United States to Persons Married in Canada.- A 
fact which throws considerable light on the divorce situation in Canada is found 
in the Marriage and Divorce Bulletin of the United States Bureau of the Census. 
The statistics of this publication indicate the surprisingly large extent to which 
divorces are granted in that country to persons married in Canada. Thus, in 1922, 
the latest year in which statistics of the country of marriage of persons obtain- 
ing divorces were collected, no fewer than 1,368 divorce decrees were granted to 
couples married in Canada, a number more than 24 times as large as the total 
number of divorces granted in Canada in the same year. This number also formed 
36.2 p.c. of the number of divorces granted in United States during the year to 
couples married in foreign countries, while, at the same tim the percentage of 
the Canadian-born population to the total foreign-born amounted to only 8.1 p.c. 
The Bulletin goes on to say, “It is possible that many Canadians acquire a res- 
idence in the United States for the sole purpose of obtaining divorce because, 
in general, divorce laws are more liberal in the United States than in Canada." 

Of the 1,363 divorces granted in 1922 to couples who had been married in Canada, 
no fewer than 462 were granted by the courts of the State of Michigan, while 135 
were granted by the courts of the State of Washington and 128 in California. 
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DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA 1913 - 1929 


(Final Decrees) 


Ls 


eee eee 
New Britash Total 
Alta. 


Sask. Man. Nova Bruns- Gol- fOr 
Scotia wick umbia Canada 


1913 20 4 4 1 6 - 4 20 60 
1914 18 7 4 2 2 10 12 15 70 
1915 10 3 3 1 1 13 6 16 53 
1916 18 1 1 2 2 14 11 18 67 
1917 10 4 2 ~ . 6 6 23 54 
1918 10 2 2 . - 24 10 65 114 
1919 49 4 36 3 88 36 13 147 376 
1920 91 9 65 26 42 45 15 136 429 
1921 101 9 84 50 ee 41 13 128 548 

1922 90 6 129 37 97 35 12 138 544 
1923 105 a 87 41 81 ae 19 139 505 
1924 114 13 118 28 17 42 15 136 543 
1925 121 13 101 42 19 30 15 150 551 
1926 113 10 154 48 85 19 12 167 608 
1927 182 13 148 60 102 29 17 197 748 
1928 213 25 168 55 19 28 14 203 7185 
1929 208 30 147 69 89 20 21 222 816 


Note - In Prince Edward Island, only one divorce was granted between 1868 and 1929. 


This was granted in 1913. 


2. DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA, 1927 - 1929, 


: 
BY PROVINCKS AND SEX OF PLAINTIFF 


(Final Decrees) 


Canada. 


~~ 


| To husbands: To Wives: | Total: 
192 1928 1929 1927 1928 1929 1927 1928 1929 
Prin ce Edward Is. - - - Ce - = - - = 
Nova Scotia 14 16 13 15 12 7 29 28 30 
New Brunswick 11 6 al 6 8 1¢ 17 14 21 
quebec 7 7 14 6 18 16 13 25 30 
Snterio 64 387 93 118 126 115 182 213 208 
Manitoba 46 44 43 56 35 46 102 19 89 
tics tchewan 40 25 36 20 28 33 60 55 69 
iMbertea 82 90 16 66 78 71 143 168 147 
British Columbia 91 100 90 106 103 132 197 203 222 

355 376 393 408 440 748 785 816 
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COMPARISONS wITH OTHGR COUNTRIES 


In Table 3 are added comparative fipurés of divorces and marriage in 
England and wales, Australia, New Zealand and Canada for the years 1916 and sub- 
sequently. The percentage of divorces to marriages taking place in the same year, 
as here given, is seen in the case of England and Wales to have increased during 
Reaeesyoer es Irom 0,95 prc. to 1.32 p.c.3 in Australie from 1.53 pic. to 3.44 p.c.; 
in New Zealand from 2.41 p.c. ‘to 5.15 p.c. and in Carada from 0.1 p.c. to 1.06 
p.c. Similar figures for the United States, where, of course, the total number 
of divorces is unusually large owing to the comparative ease with which they may 
be obtained, show increases from 27,919 in 1887 to 42,937 in 1896, 72,062 in 1906, 
112 ;036 in 1916, 148,815. in 1922, 165,096 in 1923, 170,952 in 1924, 175,449 in 
1925, 180,853 in 1926, 192,037 in 1927 and 195,939 in 1928. The percentage of 
divorces to marriages increased from 10:6 to 16.5 during the years 1916 to 1928, 
divorces during this period increasing by 74.9 p.c. (In 1927 divorces granted to 
women in the United States constituted 71. p.c. of the total granted, as com- 
pared with 70.5 p.c. in 1926.) 


3. NUMBER OF MARRIAGES AND DIVORC#S IN ENGLAND AND WALES, 
AUSTRALIA, N&W ZHALAND AND CANADA IN RECENT YEARS 


England and 


hy: Powe « Canada 

No. of No. of OE |) ROROE 

Mar - Di- bie 

riages _vorces vorces 
1916 279 ,846 990 65,0001/ 67 
1917 258 ,855 703 60,0001/ 54 
1918 BB 1.63 hy AL 1a | 55,0001/ 124 
1919 369,411 1,654 | 40,540 891 | S519, 4 Sa 70,000!/ 376 
1920 379,658 3,090 51,552 1,168 : Weed 75. 471 80,931 429 
1921 320,852 3 p22 46,669 1,502 | 10,635 513 69,732 548 
1922 299,524 2,588 AAA. y 38 | 9,556 523 64,420 544 
M939 6.6 6:2920j408 > 2,66R~| - 44,541 2,480 | MaaoTO. sed |) 66 sAba0 esos 
1924 296,416 2,286 | 45,869 1,544 | 10,259 530 | 65,129 543 
1925 295,689 2,605 46,3899 L890 | 10,419 612 64,644 551 
1926 279 ,860 2,622 47,365 1,649 : 10,660 614 66,556 608 
1927 308,370 3,190 49 ,033 | 10,478 540 69,465 748 
1928 303,228 4,016 - - | 74,322 135 


1/ Estimated. 
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JURISDICTION IN DIVORCE IN CANADA 


English Legislation affecting Canadian Legislation.- 


It was not until 1857, when the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act 
was passed in England, that a right to divorce in that country was created. Di- 
vorce as we now understand it had formerly the significance of judicial separation. 
By this act of 1357 the Court of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes was created and 
all jurisdiction in matrimonial matters, formerly exercised by the Ecclesiastical 
Courts, was transferred to it by the Act. 


The Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act of 1857 had no force in the 
colonies of British North America before Confederation except in those colonies 
where such legislation nad been enacted. 


Canada.- 


By Séc. 91 of the British North America Act (26), the Dominion Par- 
liament was granted jurisdiction over the matter of marriage and divorce, while 
by Sec. 92 (12) Provincial Legislatures were empowered to legislate upon the 
solemnization of marriage in their respective provinces. 


The Dominion Parliament, however, from 1067 until 1924, has passed 
no Act granting the right to obtain divorce nor had any court with jurisdiction 
in divorce matters been created in the Dominion or in any province by Dominion 
Legislation. Matrimonial relief may, however, be obtained, and granted under 
authority of the B.N.A, act, by petition to the Dominion Parliament through the 
Divorce Committee of the Senate. 


The Dominion Parliament, by C. 41 of the Statutes of 1925, added a new 
and important provision to the Canadian law respecting divorce. The law in force 
until the passage of the Divorce Act, in so far as it concerned causes for divorce 
proceedings, has provided that, while a husband may obtain a divorce on grounds of 
adultery, it is necessary for a wife to prove both adultery and desertion. This 
anomaly has been removed, sec. 2 of the Divorce act stating "In any court having 
jurisdiction to grant divorce a vinculo matrimonii any wife may commence an action 
praying that her marriage may be dissolved on the ground that her husband has 
since the celebration thereof been guilty of adultery". The granting of a 
divorce in such cases, of course, is dependent on sufficient evidence that the 
wife has not been an accessory to or connived at such adultery or that the action 
is not prosecuted in collusion with the husband or the woman with whom he is 
alleged to have committed adultery. In addition "the court shall not be bound to 
pronounce such decree if it finds that the wife during the marriage has been 
gurity of adultery or....... of unreasonable delay or of cruelty towards the hus- 
band or of having deserted or wilfully separated herself from the husband before 
the adultery complained of and without reasonable excuse, or of such wilful 
neglect or misconduct as has conduced to the adultery". 


Nova Scotia and New Brunswick.- 


By Sec. 129 of the B.N.A. Act, all laws in force in Canada, Nova 
Scotia and New Brunswick and all courts, etc. were to continue to exist in the 
provinces of Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick after Confederation. 
The provinces of Nova Scotia and New Brungwick, therefore, having enacted legis~ 
lation respecting divorce and possessing courts exercising jurisdiction over such 
matters before Confederation and having continued to exercise jurisdiction through 
courts of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes, are now in the same position as they 
were then. A court was established in Nova Scotia under C. 126 of the Revised 
Statutes (third series) of Nova Scotia, 1864, as the Court of Marriage and 
Divorce, the name of which was changed by C. 13 of the Statutes of 1866 to the 
Court for Divorce and Matrimonial Causes. The Court of Divorce and Matrimonial 
Causes in New Brunswick was likewise set up by an Act passed in 1860 (an Act to 
amend the Law relating to Divorce and Matrimonial Causes). (See.R.S., N.B., 1903, 
py 115), 
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Prince Sdward Island.- 


In Prince Edward Island a court having jurisdiction in divorce was 
constituted by an Act of 1835 (5 Wm. IV, C. 10). This law has not been repealed 
since that time, but the power vested in the Governor and Executive Council to 
establish a divorce court has never been exercised. Persons living in Prince 
Edward Island, who are desirous of seeking dissolution of marriage, must do so 
by petition to the Dominion Parliament. 


British Columbia,- 


The colony of British Columbia acquired jurisdiction in matrimonial 
causes following a proclamation of the Governor giving force in the province to 
the civil and criminal law of England as it existed on Nov. 19, 185d. The pro- 
vince has continued to exercise jurisdiction over divorce through the courts 
established before Confederation. (See Rev. Statutes of B.C., 1924, C. 75). 


Manitoba. - 


The divorce law of England, as it existed on July 15, 1870, was 
introduced into Manitoba by an Act of the Dominion Parliament, 51 Vict., C. 33. 
The court of King's Bench of Manitoba has the same jurisdiction in divorce as 
the courts have in England under the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857. 


Alberta and Saskatchewan,- 


The Dominion Parliament, by 49 Vict. ©. 25, enacted that the laws 
of England as existing on July 15, 13870, should be in force in the Northwest 
Territories. In 1918 the Appellate Division of the Supreme Court of Alberta held 
that the effect of the above Act and of legislation passed creating the province 
was to make the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act of 1857 and amendments up to 
July 15, 1870 apply to the province of Alberta. This decision was confirmed on 
appeal to the Imperial Privy Council. Subsequent judgments by the Saskatchewan 
Court of Appeal held that the English law as it existed on July 15, 1870 had 
force in the province and that the rights conferred under it might be enforced 
by the Court of King's Bench. The provinces of Alberta and Saskatchewan, therefore 
are in the same position in the matter of jurisdiction over divorce. 


Ontario and quebec. - 


In Ontario and Quebec it is considered that the courts have no 
jurisdiction to entertain an application for divorce and no attempt has been 
made in Ontario to establish such power. In Quebec the courts have assumed power, 
not to dissolve but, in some cases, to annul marriage or to entertain petitions 
for separation. The power to annul a marriage is exercised by the courts of 
Ontario in certain cases only (See 7 Edw. VII, C. 23; R.S.0. 1914, ©, 148; 9 Geo. 
V. C. 35). Persons seeking divorce in Ontario and Quebec, (As well as in Prince 
Edward Island) must do so by petition to the Dominion Farliament. 
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DIVORCES IN CANADA, 1930 


(With Supplementary notes on Jurisdiction in Divorce in Canada) 


Statistics of divorces, secured from the authorities of six provinces 
where divorces are granted by the courts and from the Dominion statutes for Ontario 
and Quebec, and compiled by the General Statistics Branch of the Dominion Bureau of 
Statistics, show an increase of 59 in the number of divorces granted in Canada dur- 
ing 1930 over the previous year. A total of 875 divorces was pranted during the 
calendar year 1930, as compared with 816 during the calendar year 1929 - an increase 
of 7.2 psc, The 1930 total is thc largest number so far recorded in any one year. 


The increase in divorces granted during the war period has been ascribed 
to the unsettling psychological effects of the war and the long separations of men 
from their wives, combined with the new facilities for obtaining divorce provided 
by a decision of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, which enabled the 
courts of Alberta and Saskatchewan to grant divorces. Decreases in the totals in 
1922 and 1923 appeared to indicate a decline which might be ascribed to the passage 
of war-time conditions, but the comparatively large increases from 1924 to 1930 
must evidently be attributed to the greater ease with which decrees may now be 
obtained and, possibly, to a more lenient view of such proceedings on the part of 
the community. (See Jurisdiction in Divorce in Canada, page 53) 


Divorces in the Different Provinces.+ The number of divorces granted 
during 1930, by provinces, (Table 1) was 255 in British Columbia, 207 in Ontario 
151 in Alberta, 114 in Manitoba, 62 in Saskatchewan, 40 in Quebec, 27 in New 
Brunswick, 19 in Nova Scotia, anc. none in Prince Edward Island, where, indeed, only 
one divorce has been granted since Confederation. The largest increases in divorces 
granted during the year were in 3ritish Columbia and Menitoba, in which provinces 
the 1930 figures showed increases of 33 and 25 respectively. Quebec, with 10, New 
Brunswick, with 6, and Alberta, with 4, also showed increases. Nova Scotia, 
Saskatchewan and Ontario showed decreases of 11, 7 and 1, respectively, 


The Sex of Applicants for Divorces.- Previous to 1924 Canada's divorce 


statistics differed from those of most other countries in that they showed that a 
majority of the divorces granted were at the petition of the husband. Im 1924 
wives obtained 51.2 p.c. of the decrees granted, but in 1925 husbands were again in 
the majority of the successful petitioners with 50.6 p.c. In 1926 wives received 
relief in 52 p.c. of the cases adjudged, in 1927 52.6 p.c, and in 1928 52.0 pica, 
this condition being possibly due to the passing of the Divorce Act, 1925, which re- 
moved certain anomalies which formerly operated to the prejudice of wives, In 1929 
wives received relief in 53.9 p.ci of the cases adjudged, while in 1930 the per- 
centage of decrees granted to wives had increased to 58.4 p.c. A comparison of 
Canadian divorce statistics with those of New Zealand and the United States shows that 
of the decrees granted in the former country from 1922 to 1927, wives received 57.7, 
56.5, 58.7, 55.0, 61.4 and 55.0 p.c. respectively, while figures for the latter 
country for the five year period from 1924 to 1928 show the decisions granted to 
Wives a6 being 68.5, 69.9, 70.5, 71.0 and 71.4 p.c. of the total respectively. In 
the United States the proportion of two divorces granted to wives to one granted to 
husbands has remained fairly constant since 1889, 
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A possible indication of the grounds of petitions and decrees may be 
had from statistics of divorce in New Zealand, where a proportionately larger 
number of divorces were granted in 1928 to husbands on grounds of adultery, while 
a preponderance of decrees based on separation were granted to wives, The 
numbers of divorces granted on grounds of desertion form about 28 p.c, of the 
total numbers granted to husbands and 31 p.c. of those granted to wives, In the 
United States, however, 44 p.c. of the divorces granted to wives are on grounds of 
cruelty, while 44 p.c. of those granted to husbands are on the ground of desertion. 
In the latter country, as in New Zealand, a correspondingly larger proportion of 
decrees are granted to husbands on grounds of adultery than to wives, 


Divorces Granted in United States to Persons Married in Canada,- A 
fact which throws considerable light on the divorce situation in Canada is found 
in the Marriage and Divorce Bulletin of the United States Bureau of the Census. 
The statistics of this publication indicate the surprisingly large extent to which 
divorces are granted in that courtry to persons married in Canada. Thus, in 1922, 
the latest year in which statistics of the country of marriage of persons obtain- 
ing divorces were collected, no fewer than 1,368 divorce decrees were granted to 
couples married in Canada, a number more than 23 times as large as the total 
number of divorces granted in Canada in the same year. This number also formed 
36.2 pec. of the number of divorces granted in United States during the year to 
couples mrried in foreign countries, while, at the same time the percentage of 
the Canadian-borh population to the total foreign-born amounted to only PA aan or Kcd 4 
The Bulletin goes on to say, "It is possible that many Canadians acquire a res- 
idence in the United States for the sole purpose of obtaining divorce because, 
in general, divorce laws are more liberal in the United States than in Canada," 
Of the 1,368 divorces granted in 1922 to couples who had been married in Canada, no 
fower than 462 were granted by the courts of the State of Michigan, while 135 were 
grented by the courts of the State of Washington and 128 in California. 
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1. DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA 1913 ~- 1930 


(Final Decrees) 


ive New British Total 
ar Ont. Que. Alta. Sask. Man. Boda Bruns- Col- for 
; wick umbia, Canada 
13 20 4 4 1 6 - 4 20 60 
14 18 i 4 2 2 10 ve 15 70 
15 10 3 3 1 E 13 6 16 53 
16 18 1 1 2 2 14 11 18 67 
ay 10 4 2 1 - 8 6 23 54 
18 10 2 2 a - 24 10 65 114 
19 49 4 36 3 88 36 13 147 376 
20 91 9 65 26 42 45 15 136 429 
vat 101 g 84 50 122 41 13 128 548 
22 90 6 129 37 9 i 35 12 138 544 
23 105 um 87 41 81 22 19 139 505 
24 114 13 118 28 17 42 15 136 543 
25 207 13 101 42 19 30 15 150 551 
26 113 10 154 48 85 19 iP 167 608 
27 182 13 148 60 102 29 17 197 748 
28 213 25 168 I} 19 28 14 203 185 
29 208 30 147 69 89 30 21 222 816 
30 207 40 151 62 114 19 27 255 875 


te - In Prince Edward Island, only one divorce was granted between 1868 and 1929. 
This was granted in 1913. For notes on Ontario divorces see page 6. 
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2. DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA, 1928 - 1930 


BY PROVINCES AND SEX OF PLAINTIFF 


(Final Decrees) 


1928 1929 1930 19690..) 3620") > 3980 1928 1929 


16 13 12 12 oy 1 28 30 

6 11 16 8 10 ol 14 21 

q 14 18 18 16 22 25 30 
87 93 78 126 115 129 213 208 
44 43 COD vec aie 68 19 89 
27 36 a 25 33 28 20 69 
90 716 64 78 71 87 168 147 
100 90 96 103 492 159 203 222 


377 376 364 408 440 511 185 816 
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COMPARISONS WITH OTHSR COUNTRIES 


wd 

. In Table 3 are’ added comparative figures of divorces and marriage in 
ngland and Wales, Australia, New Zealand and Canada for the years 1916 and subse- 
quently. The percentage of divorces to marriagestaking place in the same year, as 
here given, is seen in the case of England and Wales to have increased during thcse 
years from 0.35 p.c. to 1.08 p.c.; in Australia from 1.53 ...c. to 3.86 p.ci; in New 
mealend from 2.41 p.c. to 5.43 p.c. and in Canada from 0.1 p.c. to 1.05 p.c. 

Similar figures for the United States, where, of course, the total number of divorces 
is unusually large owing to the comparative ease with which they may be obtained, 
show increases from 27,919 in 1887 to 42,937 in 1896, 72,062 in 1906, 112,036 in 
1916, 148,815 in 1922, 165,096 in 1923, 170,952 in 1924, 175,449 in 1925, 180,653 in 
1926, 192,037 in 1927, 195,939 in 1928 and 201,468 in 1929. The percentage of 
divorces to marriages increased from 10.6 to 16.3 during the years 1916 to 1929, 
divorces during this period increasing by 79.8 p.c. (Tn 1928 divorces granted to 
women in the United States constituted 71.4 p.c. of the total granted, as compared 
with 71.0 p.c. in 1927.) 


3. NUMBSR OF MARRIAGES AND DIVORCES IN ENGLAND AND WALES 
AUSTRALIA, NEW ZEALAND AND CANADA IN RECENT YEARS 


is sy kas bavetsatiey shone srrectena | tases pe) 
Year No. of No. of No. of No ivoe No. of No. of No. of No. of 
Mar - Di- Mar- Di- Mar~ Di- Mar- Di- 
me.) ridges vorces riages vorces rig.ges vorces riages vorces 
1916 279 , 846 990 40,289 617 Speak 198 65 ,0002/ 67 
1917 258 855 103 33,666 652 6,417 219 60,0001/ 54 
19138 237,163 a re 33,141 681 6,227 199 55,0002/ 114 
1919 369,411 1,654 40,540 879 9,519 336 70,0001/ 376 
1920 379,658 3,090 51,552 be 12,175 469 80,931 429 
1921 320,852 3,522 46,869 1,460 10,635 511 69,732 548 
1922 299,524 2,585 ew Tae 9,556 522 64,420 544. 
1923 292,408 2,667 44,541 1,460 10,070 522 66,463 505 
1924 296,416 2,206 45,869 1,528 10,259 526 65,129 543 
1925 295 ,689 2,605 46,899 1,844 10,419 612 64,644 551 
1926 279,860 2,622 47,865 1,681 10,680 614 66,658 608 
1927 308 , 370 3,190 49,033 1,896 10,478 540 69,515 7146 
1928 303,228 4,018 48,593 - 10,537 572 74,311 185 
1929 313, 316 3,396 - - - - 17,265 816 
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JURISDICTION IN DIVORCE IN CANADA 


Znglish Legislation affecting Canadian Legislation.- 


It was not until 1857, when the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act was 
passed in England, that a right to divorce in that country was created. Divorce 
as we now understand it had formerly the significance of judicial separation, By 
this Act of 1857, the Court of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes was created and all 
jurisdiction in matrimonial mtters, formerly exercised by the Ecclesiastical Courts, 
was transferred to it by the Act, 


The Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act of 1857 had no force in the colonies 
of British North America before Confederation except in those colonies where such 
legislation had been enacted, 


‘Canada.- 


By Sec. 91 of the British North America Act (26), the Dominion Parliament 
was granted jurisdiction over the matter of marriage and divorce. while by Sec. 92 

(12) Provincial Legislatures were empowered to legislate upon the solemnization of 

marriage in their respective provinces, 


The Dominion Parliament, however, from 1867 until 1924, has passed no Act 
granting the right to obtain divorce nor had any court with jurisdiction in divorce 
matters been created in the Dominion or in any province by Dominion Legislation. 
Matrimonial relief may, however, be obtained, and granted under authority of the 
BNA. Act, by petition to the Dominion Parliament through the Divorce Committee of 
the Serate, 

The Dominion Parliament, by C, 41 of the Statutes of 1925, added a new and 
‘important provision to the Canadian law respecting divorce, The law in force until 
the passage of the Divorce Act, in so far as it concerned causes for divorce proceed- 
ings, has provided that, while a husband may obtain a divorce on grounds of adultery, 
it is necessary for a wife to prove both adultery and desertion, This anomaly has 
been removed, Sec. 2 of the Divorce Act stating "In any court having jurisdiction to 
srart divorce a vinculo matrimonii any wife may commence an action praying that her 
marriage may be dissolved on the ground that her husband has since the celebration 
thereof been guilty of adultery", The granting of a divorce in such cases, of course, 
is dependent on sufficient evidence that the wife has not been an accessory to or 
connived at such adultery or that the action is not prosecuted in collusion with the 
husband or the woman with whom he is alleged to have committed adultery. In ad- 
dition "the court shall not be bound to pronounce such decree if it finds that the 
wife during the marriage has been guilty of adultery or......of unreasonable delay or 
of cruelty towards the husband or of having deserted or wilfully separated herself 
from the husband before the adultery complained of and without reasonable excuse or 
of such wilful neglect or misconduct as has conduced to the adultery" 


In 1930, by C. 14 of the Statutes of that year, jurisdiction in divorce 
was conferred upon the Supreme Court of Ontario, and by C. 15, women, whose husbands 
had deserted them and removed from the jurisdiction of the courts of the province, 
were permitted to institute an action for divorce, after a lapse of two years, in 
the courts of the province in which they had continued to reside, upon any grounds 
which were already recognized by the courts of that province, provided that the 
husbend was domiciled in the same province immediately prior to such desertion. 


ova Scotia and New Brunswick.~ 


By Sec. 129 of the B,N.A, Act, all laws in force in Canada, Nova Scotia 
end New Brunswick and all courts, otc. were to continue to cxist in the provinces of 
Ontario. Quebec, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick after Confederation. The provinces 
of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, therefore, having enacted legislation respecting 
divorce and posscossing courts exercising jurisdiction over such matters before Con- 
tederation and naving continued to exercise jurisdiction through courts of Divorce 
and Matrimonial Causes, are now in the same position as they were then, A court was 
established in Nova Scotia under C, 126 of the Revised Statutes (third series) of 
Nova Scotia, 1864, as the Court of Marriage and Divorce, the name of which was chang- 
ed by ©. 13 of the Statutes of 1866 to the Court for Divorce and Matrimonial Causes, 
The Court of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes in New Brunswick was likewise set up by 
an Act passed in 1860 (an Act to amend the Law relating to Divorce and Matrimonial 
Gauses). (See A.S., N.B., 1903, C.°115). 
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Prince Edward Island. ~- 
| In Prince Edward Island a court having jurisdiction in divorce was con- 
stituted by an Act of 1835 (5 Wm, IV, C. 10). This law has not been repealed since 
that time, .but-the power vested in the Governor and Executive Council to establish 
a civorce court has never been exercised. Persons living in Prince Edward Island, 
who are desirous of seeking dissolution of marriage, must do so by petition to the 
Dominion Parliament. 


British Columbia.- 


The colony of British Columbia acquired jurisdiction in matrimonial causes 
‘following a proclamation of the Governor giving force in the province to the civil 
‘and criminal law of England as it existed on Nov. 19, 1858. The province has con- 
tinued to exercise jurisdiction over divorce through the courts established before 
Confederation. (See Rev. Statutes of B.C., 1924, C. 75). 


Manitoba.- 


The divorce law of England, as it existed on July 15, 1870, was introduced 
into Manitoba by an Act of the Dominion Parliament, 51 Vict., C. 33. The court of 
King's Bench of Manitoba has the same jurisdiction in divorce as the courts have in 
England under the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857. 


Alberta and Saskatchewan. - 


: The Dominion Parliament, by 49 Vict. C. 25, enacted that the laws of 
England as existing on Jyly 15, 1870, should be in force in the Northwest Territories, 
In 1918 the Appellate Division of the Supreme Court of Alberta held that the effect 
of the above Act and of legislation passed creating the province was to make the 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act of 1857 and amendments up to July 15, 1870 apply 
to the province of Alberta. This decision was confirmed on appeal to the Imperial 
Privy Council, Subsequent judgments by the Saskatchewan Court of Appeal held that 
the English law as it existed on July 15, 1870 had force in the province and that 
the rights conferred under it might be enforced by the Court of King's Bench. The 
provinces of Alberta and Saskatchewan, therefore, are in the same position in the 
matter of jurisdiction over divorce. 


Onterio and Quebec.- 


In Ontario and Quebec it is considered that the courts have no jurisdiction 
to entertain an application for divorce and no attempt has been made in Ontario to 
establish such power, In Quebec the courts have assumed power, not to dissolve but, 
in some cases, to annul marriage or to entertain petitions for separations, The 
power to annul a marriage is exercised by the courts od Ontario in certain cases only 
(See 7 Edw. VII, C. 23; R.S.0. 1914, C. 148; 9 Geo. V. C. 35). Persons seeking 
divorce in Ontario and Quebec, (as well as in Prince Edward Island) must do so by 
petition to the Dominion Parliament. 


Towards the end of the first session of the 1930 Parliament, jurisdiction 
in divorce in Ontario was conferred upon the Supreme Court of that province. The 
figures of Ontario divorces in this press letter apply only to divorces granted by 
Parliament, no decrees absolute having been pronounced by the provincial courts at 
the end of 1930. 
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DIVORCES IN CANADA, 1932 


(With Supplementary notes on Jurisdiction in Divorce in Canada) 


There were 88/7 divorces granted in Canada in the calendar year 1932, 860 
being granted by the courts of seven provinces, while 27 were granted by the Dominion 
Parliament. These latter have been allotted to provinces according to the domicile 
of the petitioner, 24 being granted to applicants residing in the province of Quebec 
and 3 to wives residing in Ontario whose husbands were residents of Quebec, The 
total of 887 divorces may fairly be compared with 875 in 1930. 


As compared with 1931 there was an increase of 203 divorces or 29,7 p.c. 
Ontario recorded 233 divorces or an increase of 151 over the low figure of 82 in 1931, 
when the transfer of jurisdiction from the Parliament of Canada to the Supreme Court 
of Ontario, with the consequent imposition of the usual six months period between the 
granting of the decree nisi and the decree absolute, brought about a reduction from 
the figure of 208 divorces in 1930 to 82 in 1931. Other provinces recording increases 
in 1932 were British Columbia, 37; Manitoba, 20; Saskatchewan, 10; and New Brunswick, 
6. Decreases were shown in the following provinces: Quebec, 14; Alberta, 5 and Nova 
Scotia and Prince Edward Island, one each, Table 1 shows the divorces granted, by 
provinces, in each of the twenty years from 1913 to 1932; It will be observed that 
the total of divorces granted in 1932 is cee highest on record, 


The ove of Applicants for Divorees,- Up till 1924, Canada's divorce stdtis- 
tics differed from those bf most other countries in that they showed that & majority 


of the divorces granted were at the petition of the husband. In 192 wives obtained 
51. eC pec, of the decrees granted, but in 1925 husbands were again in the majority of 
the successful petitioners with 50,6 p.c. In 1926 wives received relief in 52,0 p.c. 
of the cases adjudged, in 1927 52.6 p.c. and in 1928 52.0 p.c., this condition balde 
possibly due to the passing of the Divorde Act, 1925, which removed certain anomalies 
which formerly operated to the prejudice of wives, In 1929 and 1930 wives received 
relief in 5349 p.c. and 58.4 p.c., respectively, of the cases adjudged; while in 1931 
the proportion dropped to 57.7 pic., rising in 1931 to 58:7 psc, A comparison of 
Canadian divorce statistics with those of New Zealand and the United States shows that 
of the decrees granted in the former country from 1925, to 1930, wives received 553 0; 
6134, 55.0, 52.8, 57.3 and 56:3 p.c., respectively, while figures for the latter 
country for the six year period from 1926 to 1931 show the decisions granted to wives 
as being 69.9, 70.5, 71.0, 71.4, 72.3 and 72.8 p.c. of the total respectively, In 
the United States, the proportion of two divorces granted to wives to one granted to 
husbands remained fairly constant from 1889 to 1923, but is now being replaced a a 
higher ratio of about five-sevenths; 


Proportion of Divorced Persons in the Population, At the 1931 census, there 
were 4,049 divorced males and 3,492 Hivorced females in the Dominion, br 008 psc, and 


O;07 bic. of e&ch sex respectively, while in 1921 the figures were 3,670 arid 3, /31 

of 0.08 pic. and 0.09 p.c., tespéectively. As among the nine provinces, British 

Colmmibia showed the highest percentage of divorced persons in the population with 
m0, 24 pic. of each sex, while Quebe¢ showed the lowest pefcentage with 0,02 malds and 
0,03 females, Divorced persons who have subsequently been remarried are, of course, 
' recorded in the census as married. 


Remarriage of Divorced Persons.- An interesting side light on the divorce 
Question is afforded by the figures of divorced persons who remarried in the years 
1926 to 1931, as shown in Table 3. The statistics indicate that the number of divorced 
persons remarrying is increasing pari _passu with the number of divorces, Table 4 

| shows by provinces the number of divorced persons who remarried, 1927-31. 
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1. DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA 1913 - 1931 


(Final Decrees) 


Note.- In Prince Hdward Island, one divorce was granted in 1913 and one in 
1931. For notes on Ontario divorces, see page 6, 
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2. DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA, 1930 - i932 
BY PROVINCES AND SeX OF PLAINTIFF 


(Final Decrees) 
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3. DIVORCED PERSONS REMARRIED, BY SEX, 1926-31 


Year Males Females 
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DIVORCED PZRSONS REMARRIED, BY PROVINCHS, 1927-31 


Note.- The number of divorced men who married divorced women was 7/0 
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in 1926, 84 in 1927, 112 in 1928, 111 in 1929, 109 in 1930 
and 101 in 1931. 
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Jap 
COMPARISONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES 


In Table 5 are given comparative figures of divorces and marriages in England 
and Wales, Australia, New Zealand and Canada for the years 1916 and subsequently. The 
percentage of divorces to marriages taking place in the same year, as here given, is 
seen in the case of England and Wales to have increased during these years from 0.35 
p.c. to 1.21 p.c.; in Australia from 1.53 pics to 4,29 p.c.j in New Zealand from 2,41 
p.c. to 6.02 p.c.; and in Canada from 0.1 p.c. to 1.03 p.c, Similar figures for the 
United States, where, of course, the total number of divorces is wmusually large owing 
to the comparative ease with which they may be obtained, show increases from 27,919 
in 1887 to 42,937 in 1896, 72,062 in 1906, 114,000 in 1916, 148,815 in 1922, 165,096 in 
1923, 170,952 in 1924, 175,449 in 1925, 180,853 in 1926, 192;037 in 1927, 195,939 in 
1928, 201,468 in 1929, falling to 191,591 in 1930 and 183,664 in 1931, The percentage 
of divorces to marriages increased from 10.6 to 17.3 during the years 1916 to 1931, 
Giverces during this period increasing by 68.1 p.c. (In 1931 divorces granted to 
women in the United States constituted 72.8 p.c. of the total granted, as compared with 
72.3 Dec. in 1930.) 


5. NUMBER OF MARRIAGES AND DIVORCES IN ENGLAND AND WAL&S, 
AUSTRALIA, NEW ZHALAND AND CANADA IN RECENT YEARS 


England and New 


Bes Australia mt Canada 
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-5- 
JURISDICTION IN DIVORCE IN CANADA 


English Legislation affecting Canadian Legislation.- 


It was not until 1857, when the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act was pass- 
ed in ingland, that a right to divorce was created in that country. Divorce as we now 
understand it had formerly the significance of judicial separation, By this Act of 
1857, the Court of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes was created and all jurisdiction in 
matrimonial matters, formerly exercised by the Ecclesiastical Courts, was transferred 
to it by the Act. 


The Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act of 1857 had no force in the colonies 
of British North America before Confederation except in those colonies where such 
legislation had been enacted. 


Canada, - 


By Sec. 91 (26) of the British North America Act, the Dominion Parliament 
was granted jurisdiction over the matter of marriage and divorce, while by Sec, 92 
(12) Provincial Legislatures were empowered to legislate upon the solemnization of 
marriage in their respective provinces, 


The Dominion Parliament, however, from 1867 until 1924, had passed no Act 
granting the right to obtain divorce nor had any court with jurisdiction in divorce 
matters been created in the Dominion or in any province by Dominion Legislation, 
Matrimonial relief might, however, be obtained, and granted under authority of the 
BNA. Act, by petition to the Dominion Parliament through the Divorce Committee of 
the Senate. 


The Dominion Parliament, by Cc. 41 of the Statutes of 1925, added a new and 
important provision to the Canadian law respecting divorce, The law in force until 
the passage of the Divorce Act, in so far as it concerned causes for divorce proceed- 
ings, had provided that, while a husband may obtain a divorce on grounds of adultery, 
it was necessary for a wife to prove both adultery and desertion, This anomaly has 
been removed, Sec, 2 of the Divorce Act stating "In any court having jurisdiction to 
grant divorce a vinculo matrimonii any wife may commence an action praying that her 
marriage may be dissolved on the ground that her husband has since the celebration 
thereof been guilty of adultery", The granting of a divorce in such gases, of course, 
is dependent on sufficient evidence that the wife has not been an accessory to or 
connived at such adultery or that the action is not prosecuted in collusion with the 
husband or the woman with whom he is alleged to have committed adultery, In ad- 
dition "the court shall not be bound to pronounce such decree if it finds that the 
wife during the marriage has been guilty of adultery or......of unreasonable delay or 
cruelty towards the husband or of having deserted or wilfully separated herself from 
the husband before the adultery complained of and without reasonable excuse or of such 
wilful neglect or misconduct as has conduced to the adultery", 


In 1930, by C, 14 of the Statutes of that year, jurisdiction in divorce 
was conferred upon the Supreme Court of Ontario, and by C, 15, women, whose husbands 
had deserted them and removed from the jurisdiction of the courts of the province, 
were permitted to institute an action for divorce, after a lapse of two years, in 
the courts of the province in which they had continued to reside, upon any grounds 
which were already recognized by the courts of that province, provided that the 
husband was domiciled in the same province immediately prior to such desertion, 


Nova Scotia and New Brunswick,- 


By Sec. 129 of the B.N.A. Act, all laws in force in Canada, Nova Scotia 
and New Brunswick and all courts, etc. were to continue to exist in the provinces of 
Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick after Confederation, The provinces 
of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, therefore, having enacted legislation respecting 
divorce and possessing courts exercising jurisdiction over such matters before Con- 
federation and having ontinued to exercise jurisdiction through courts of Divorce and 
Matrimonial Causes, are now in the same position as they were then. A court was 
established in Nova Scotia under 0. 126 of the Revised Statutes (third series) of 
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Nova Scotia, 1864, as the Court of Marriage and Divorce, the name of which was changed 
by CG. 13 of the Statutes of 1866 to the Court for Divorce,and Matrimonial Causes, The 
Court of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes in New Brunswick was likewise set up by an 
Act passed in 1860 (an Act to amend the Law relating to Divorce and Matrimonial 
Causes). (See R,S., N.B., 1903, C. 115.) 


Prince Edward Island,- 


In Prince Rdward Island a court having jurisdiction in divorce was author- 
ized by an Act of 1835 (5 Wm. IV, C. 10). This law has not been repealed since that 
time, but the power vested in the Governor and Executive Council to establish a di- 
vorce court has never been exercised. Persons living in Prince Edward Island, who are 
desirous of seeking dissolution of marriage, must do so by petition to the Dominion 
Parliament. 


British Columbia.- 


The colony of British Columbia acquired jurisdiction in matrimonial causes 
oe a@ proclamation of the Governor giving force in the province to the civil 
and criminal law of England as it existed on Nov. 19, 1858, The province has con- 
tinued to exercise jurisdiction over divorce through the courts established before 
Confederation, (See Rev. Statutes of B.C., 1924, C, 75). 


Manitoba,- 


The divorce law of England, as it existed on July 15, 1870, was introduced 
into Manitoba by an Act of the Dominion Parliament, 51 Vict., C. 33. The court of 
King's Bench of Manitoba has the same jurisdiction in divorce as the courts have in 
England under the Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857. 


Alberta and Saskatchewan,- 


The Dominion Parliament, by 49 Vict. ©. 25, enacted that the laws of 
England as existing on July 15, 1870, should be in force in the Northwest Territories, 
In 1918 the Appellate Division of the Supreme Court of Alberta held that the effect 
of the above Act and of legislation passed creating the province was to make the 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act of 1857 and amendments up to July 15,1870 apply 
to the province of Alberta, This decision was confirmed on appeal to the Imperial 
Privy Council, Subsequent judgments by the Saskatchewan Court of Appeal held that 
the English law as it existed on July 15, 1870.had force in the province and that the 
rights conferred under it might be enforced by the Court of King's Bench, The pro- 
vinces of Alberta and Saskatchewan, therefore, are in the same position in the matter 
of jurisdiction over divorce. 


Quebec.- 


In Quebec it is considered that the courts have no jurisdiction to entertain 
an application for divorce, but they have assumed power, not to dissolve but, in some 
cases, to annul marriage or to entertain petitions for separations. Persons seeking 
divorce in Quebec must do so by petition to the Dominion Parliament. 


Ontario,~- 


In Ontario it was formerly the practice for applicants for divorce to apply 
to the Dominion Parliament, in the same manner as persons domiciled in Quebec and 
Prince Edward Island, but by C. 14 of the Statutes of 1930, jurisdiction was conferred 
upon the Supreme Court of Ontario to grant decrees of divorce in accordance with the 
English law @s existing on July 15, 1870. 
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Dominion Statistician: Reavy Comte, Bias, 3.528) “on, 1 Rro70, 
Chief, General Statistics Branch: S. A. Cudmore, M.A., F.S.S. 


DIVORCES IN CANADA, 1933 


There were 923 divorces granted in Canada in the calendar year 1933, 899 
being granted by the courts of seven provinces, while 24+ were granted by the Dominion 
Parliament. These latter have been allotted to provinces according to the domicile 
of the petitioner, 23 being granted to applicants residing in the province of Quebec 
and one to a wife residing in Ontario whose husband was a resident of Quebec. 


As compared with 1932 there was a decrease of 72 divorces, or 7.2 per cent. 
Ontario recorded 304 as against the revised figure of 341 for the previous year. 
British Columbia and Manitoba also showed slight increases, while in each of the other 
provinces there was a decline, Table 1 shows the divorces granted, by provinces, in 
each of the twenty-one years from 1913 to 1933. 


The Sex of Applicants for Divorces.- Up till 1924, Canada's divorce statis- 
tics differed from those of most other countries in that they showed that a majority 
of the divorces granted were on the petition of the husband. In 1924 wives obtained 
5l.2 p.c. of the decrees granted, but in 1925 husbands were again in the majority of 
the successful petitioners with 50.6 p.c, In 1926 wives received relief in 52.0 p.c., 
in 1927 in 52.6 p.c. and in 1928 in 52.0 p.c. of the cases adjudged, this condition 
being possibly due in part to the passing of the Divorce Act, 1925, which removed 
certain anomalies which formerly operated to the prejudice of wives. In 1929 and 1930 
Wives received relief in 53.9 p.c. and 58.4 p.c., respectively, of the cases adjudged, 
while in 1931 the proportion dropped to 57.7 p.c., rising in 1932 and 1933 to 58.7 
p.c, and 58.9 p.c., respectively (sce Table 2), A comparison of Canadian divorce 
statistics with those of New Zealand and the United States shows that of the decrees 
granted in the former country from 1928 to 1932, wives received 52.8, 57.3, 56.3, 
58.0 and 55.7 p.c., respectively, while figures for the latter country for the six 
year period from 1926 to 1931 show the decisions granted to wives as being 69.9, 70.5, 
71.0, 71.4, 72.3 and 72.8 p.c. of the total respectively. In the United Statos, the 
proportion of two divorces granted to wives to one granted to husbands remained fairly 
constant from 1889 to 1923, but is now being replaced by a higher ratio of about 
five to two, 


: Proportion of Divorced Persons in the Population.- At the 1931 census, there 
were enumerated 4,049 divorced males and 3,392 divorced females in the Dominion, or 
0.08 p.c, and 0.07 p.c. of each sex respectively, while in 1921 the figures recorded 
were 3,670 and 3,731 or 0.08 p.c, and 0.09 p.c., respectively. As among the nine 
provinces, British Columbia showed the highest percentage of divorced persons in the 
population with 0,24 p.c. of each sex, while Quebec showed the lowest percentage with 
0,02 males and 0,03 females, Divorced persons who have subsequently been remarried 
are, of course, recorded in the census as married, 


Remarriage of Divorced Persens.- An interesting side light on the divorce 
Question is afforded by the figures of divorced persons who romarried in the years 
1926 to 1932, as shown in Table 3. ‘The statistics indicate that the number of divorced 
persons remarrying is increasing pari _passu with the number of divorces, Table 4 
shows by provinces the number of divorced persons who remarricd in the five years 
928-32, 
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(Final Decrees) 
Note,- In Prince Edward Island, one divorce was granted in 1913 and one in 


1931. 
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3. DIVORCED PERSONS REMARRIED, BY S#X, 1926 - 32 


Year Males Females 
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by ES) ee en i ee eee 669 589 
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4, DIVORCED PERSONS REMARRIED, BY PROVINCES, 1928 - 32 


Note.- The number of divorced men who married divorced women was 112 in 
1926, 111 in 1929, 109 in 1930, 101 in 1931 and 73 in 1932, 


1G pis 1929 14g 30 1937 1932 


Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females 


Prince Edward Is, - ~— 1 1 1 - -. Bf - 1 ~ 
Nova Scotia...... ol 19 ou. 17 25 16 28 27 20 24 
New Brunswick.... 60 56 46 35 23 29 25 ou 25 i? 
BIST che whee ose ds 45 50 52 37 66 4g 68 52 69 
BVETAO, Ale sce 19% 150 187 175 200 155 174 137 198 154 
Memitoba......... 62 57 64 63 66 54 73 43 59 51 
Saskatchewan..... 4a 56 46 55 63 50 43 47 53 35 
BLVETEH. 55s yclew cs 122 123.1) AVS 90 101 108 102 107 && 103 
British Golumbia. 201 228 218 230 214 207 155 152 14g 151 
POEAL Shs v's s cs eo) 459" W756 703 = 759 668 669 589 ~—s-« 61 579 


Of the 303 divorces granted in 1933 by the Ontario courts,* the parties in 
63 cases were married outside the province, while in 8 cases the marriages were report- 
ed to have taken place in Ontario, but were not recorded in the office of the Registrar 
General, The remaining 232 cases have been analysed as to age by tho Registrar 
General's Office and the resulting table is republished here as Table 5, through the 
kind permission of that Department, on account of its general bearing on the Question 
of how far disparity of ages between husbands and wives is a predisposing element in 
bringing about divorce. 


*One divorce was granted by Parliament to an Ontario petitioner. 
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AGES OF THE PARTIES TO 232 DIVORCES GRANTED IN ONTARIO, 1 
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COMPARISONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES 


In Table 6 are given comparative figures of divorces and marriages in ingland 


and Waies, Australia, New Zealand and Canada for the years 1916 and subsequently. The 
percentage of divorces to marriages taking place in the same year, as here given, is 
seen in the case of England end Wales to have increased during these years from 0,35 
p-c, to 1,27 p.c.; in Australia from 1,53 p.c. to 4.12 p.c,; in New Zealand from 2,41 
p.c. to 6.18 p.c.; and in Canada from 0.1 p,c. to 1.57 Dp.eGs Similar figures for‘ the 
United States, where, of course, the total number of divorces is unusually large owing 
to the comparative ease with which they may be obtained, show increases from 27,919 

in 1887 to 42,937 in 1896, 72,062 in 1906, 224,000 in 1916, i148, €15 in 1922, 165,096 in 
1923, 170,952 in 1924, 175,449 in 1925, 180,853 in 1926, 192,037 in 1927, 195,939 in 
1928, 201,468 in 1929, falling to 191,591 in 1930, 183,564 in 1931 and 160,329 in 1932. 
The percentage of divorces to marriages increased from 10.6 to 16.3 during the years 
1916 tc 1932, divorces during this period increasing by 40.64 p.c. (In 1931 divorces 
granted to women in the United States constituted 72.8 p.c. of the total granted, as 
compared with 72.3 p.c. in 1930,} 


6. NUMBER OF MARRIAGES AND DIVORCES IN ENGLAND AND WALRS, 


— a Crean, A 


AUSTRALIA, NEW ZEALAND AND CANADA IN RECENT YEARS 


a 


‘ ee a ee Canada 

Oho. of «© «No, wai viv No. wi.s No. tye NO. Of 5 No,tore Nogof Now or 

Mar- Dis Mar- Di- Mar- Di- Mar- Di- 
rieges ___vorces riages __vorces __irlages vorces riages _vorces_ 

1916... 279,846 990 LO, 229 517 8, el 198 65, 000* 67 
1917 258, 855 703 33,666 652 6,417 219 60, 000* 54 
1918 287,163 Llu 33, 242 681 6, 227 ae) 55, 000* 114 
1919... 369,412 1,654 40,50 879 9,519 3365 fOs000* 376 
1920 379, 558 3,090 52,552 R52 1226 469 80, 931 42g 
1921... 320,852 3,522 46, 869 1,42 10, 63 Bil 69, 732 BUS 
1922... 299,52! pene Wu, 731 1,32 9,556 522 64,420 Buy 
1923... 292,408 2,667 Yu BUI 1,460 10, 070 522 66,463 505 
1924... 296,416 2,286 45, 869 1,528 10, 259 526 65,129 53 
1925... 295,689 2,605 46, 899 1, shu 10,419 612 64, GUY. 551 
1926... 279,860 2,622 U7, S65 1,632 10, 680 6144 66,658 608 
1927 308, 370 3,190 49,033 1,899 LO, 178 540 69,515 748 
1928... 303,223 4, OLS 48,593 829 10,537 Hye renal 785 
ee,., 313,316 3,396 47,500 2,036 10,967 635 77,288 816 
1930. 15,109 356% 4%, 255 1,783 11,075 620 71,657 875 
1931 311, S47 3, 76 28, 682 m 9,317 oye tl 66,591 684 
Bose... 3,694 43,634 9, 896 612 62,531 995 
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Table 7, taken from the German official publication, Wirtschaft und Statistik, 
shows the number of divorces in many countries, togother with their ratios to popu- 
lation in recent years, as compared with their ratio to population in the pre-war year 
1913. In most countries there has been a striking increase in divorce in the last 
twenty years, 


7. DIVORCES IN CERTAIN COUNTRIES, 1930-1932, AND RATIO TO 
; POPULATION, 1913 AND 1930-1932 


Aa No. of Divorces Divorces per 100,000 Population 
Country Tot pea Te ee 
1930 1931 1932 1913 1930 1931 1932 

United Boe eee 191,591 183,664 160,329 - 155.5 148,0 128.4 
Austriac/......cee ; 6,573 6,730 2 11.42/ 97.9 100.0 “ 
Se eS aiy ala 51,259 50,609 2 113.3 T355 77.4 ~ 
PRIVEE cs kg ce ues s 1,450 1,425 ~ 2 76.3 74.4 - 
Switzerland)/...... 2,738 2,871 41.8 67.5 70.4 2 
SE RCOIAS fa hss wes 697 711 “ e 62.5 63.6 = 
Germany....,....0e. 4O, 722 39, 971 41, 922 27.9 63.3 61.8 65.0 
CAG he a 238 2ke 2ho - 59.6 60.0 59.1 
Union of South 

Africa (Whites)... 1,034 963 987 18.9 51D 5207 ppp 
gS 20, 367 21,212 21, S4g By ene | 4g.9 50.7 52.1 
Hungary?/.......... 5,495 4357 : i 63.6 50.0 a 
MUBOBLOVILE. «+ so ss 5,82 9393 = - 42.3 45.7 = 
New Zealand........ 620 591 612 ~ 41.6 40.9 42,1 
PARROT. 6 os nics se 95 122 - 9.6 Sia 40.5 - 
Czechoslovakia..... 5, 697 5, 945 - - 38.8 40,2 ~ 
BME hss Dass cas 252 322 - - 31.5 39.5 - 
DOMMATE Sc. cec sees. 2, 300 2,472 - 28.3 64.9 39.3 - 
(oy) (abs: byer 7,063 7,370 442 37.6 38.9 40.0 
eMac sss. cs sss 2,218 2, 346 2, 352 T3527 36.2 38.1 38.1 
oo ae 2, 851 3,007 = 18.1 36.2 EYP a| ~ 
Ly 2,491 2,531 2,522 15.9 30.8 31.1 30,8 
AT eg oc sss ose es 839 855 87 20.5 29.9 30.3 30.9 
cal 2: 780 1,070 “ 8.5 21.4 e9si ~ 
2s) A) 469 569 - 5.3 9.7 Phar - 
England and Wales.. 3,563 3, 764 - 1.6 9,0 9.4 - 
oS an 875 692 995 0.8 8.6 963 9.4 


1) Previous area, 
2/ Including judicial soparations and annulmonts. 
3/ Including amulments. 
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DIVORCES IN CANADA, 1934 


There wers 1,306 divorces granted in Canada in the calendar year 1934, 1,068 
being granted oy the courss of sever provinces, while 38 were granted by the Dominion 
Farliament. These latter have been allotted to provinces according to the domicile 
of the petitioner, %6 being granted to apolicants residing in the province of Quebec 
and two to wives residing in Ontaric whose husbands were residents of Quebec. 


AS compared wit 
Ontario recorded 355 as a 
also Showed increases. T 

the twenty-two years from i. 


933 pe was an increase of 183 divorces, or 19.8 per cent. 
net 30% for the previous year. All the other provinces 
el aa the divorces granted, by provinces, in each of 
13 to 1934, 

ane Se of Applicants for Divorces.- Up till 1924, Canada's divorce statis— 
tics differed from those of most other countries in that they showed that a majority 
oF the divorces gz uicea were on the petition of the husband. In 1924 wives obtained 
Bi.oe p.c. of the decrses granted, but in 1925 husbands were again in the majority of 
the successful petitioners with 50.6 p.c. In 1926 wives received relief in 52.0 p.c., 
in 1927 in 52.6 ».c. and in 1928 in 52.0 p.c. of the cases adjudged, this condition 
being possibly due in part to the passing of the Divorce Act, 1925, which removed 
certain anomalies which formerly operated to the prejudice of wives. In 1929 and 1930 
wives received relief in 53.9 p.c. and 58.4 p.c., respectively, of the cases adjudged, 
waile in 1933 the proportion dropped to 57.7 p.c., rising in 1932 and 1933 to 58.7 
pec. and 58.9 p.c., respectively and reaching a new high point in 1934 at 68.5 pce 
(see Table 2}. A comparison of Canedian divorce statistics with those of New Zealand 
and the United Ssates shows thet of the decrees granted in the former country from 1928 
to 1933, wives received 52.8, 57-3, 56-3, 58.0, 55.7 and 56.5 p.c., respectively, 
wnile figures for the latter country for the six year period from 1927 to 1932 show 
the decisions granted to wives as being 70.5, 71.0, 71.4, 72.3,72.8 and 73.5 pc. of the 
total respectively. In the United States, the proportion of two divorces granted to 
wives to one granted to husbands remained fairly constant from 1889 to 1923, but is 
now being replaced by a higher ratio = about five to two. 


Proportion of Divorced Persons in the Population.— At the 1931 census, there 
were enume rated Ye oug Ci vorced males and 3, 392 32 divorced females in the Dominion, or 
0.08 p.ce and 0.07 p.c. of each sex respectivésy, while in 19¢1 the figures recorded 
were 3,670 and 3,732 cor 0.08 p.c. and 0.09 p.c., respectively. As among the nine 
provinces, British Columbia showed the highest percentage of divorced persons in the 
population with C.24 p.c. of each sex, while Quebec showed the lowest percentage with 
0.02 males and 0.03 yest Nae Divorced persons who have subsequently been remarraed 
are,of course, recorded in tne census as married. 


Remarriage of Divorced FPersons.- An interesting side light on the divorce 
question is afforded by the figuresof divorced persons who remarried in the years 
1926 to 193%,as shown in Table 3. The statistics indicate that the number of divorced 
persons remarrying is increasing pari _passu. with the number of divorces. Table 4 


shows by provinces the mamber of divorced pergons who remarried in the five years 
1929-19733. 


a rT) Dd o) | , 
erombst od 


ee 


© ike i 


20L mex tbsalos eas 
ga adit vw habdstg exe 
Slash silt of pe iagnns dnsabvosy ot fodsyilin iow : 
sarfand Yo ensieots of! ar yathivors ed me may he Pesey Hyrts i, 
ve tg Cane ee atrobleer erew ebaadig perce 7 are) ta ges ae 


Pe S37 809) “SOQ B,<5 "ss yicteless =) . i gr eed , va 
Bun iors “eth Bit. dapst verte oslt Fegh 4 iss on RE S 
th teas eh ,eondlvotg unis 544 } on . pom ones . 
1 ‘ Of vet oes ome 
aehdands: eavatrs sebeasd. Seer (iid qv --eop me, 2, a ; Sta 
YEA oG se 4 ST Beran is: "aad sand. ad sasivoug Tas ye Sy Sees 


fs aire AGRE aT. stinadinest only Vt ust hie ae a smile Bee: 


x roham wey ob oiaga’ bem 
Be at Res bie b berisoay: wv ie 


"piodierion Reds a Ry eis eeean ene to, e.g 
ae otiptt” abet . oto at Te. Bite 
ba ey Of. Os DAS 

3 levedseques oath Fae See 


Lei £ ; 
oe ee 


te bal nad 


~ 


Boel 1003" 5 


BE. bes Rae at ’ 
“Thee os 8BEEO" 


Py § hioo ae $f ef 
eee ate CPOE a 1s see ane 
ett 3 ae ee “¢ eee cere 


ht ere HOY pated oe Rerhw of Betiety anote 


ade! “Oy. bet Rey "his 3 n agey tf, ney ; Piva Re # ote er oat ute wf 
ae Yurd: eset ao Yixbay penta Rotana ot hacen 
7" ; ~ S s wi D Kak s i > ed 2 we 


Stems. Sele. atte oii? 34, magpie iamos one it Hae: aj VG. OAL; 
“eo coining any i Samet Sacto I ? hi Preset: ra, 
habs ‘pes er rang hs echt s wf = & Osu ¥ ‘ hG os ) j 146) 
s = rf ta} y 4 Pan ng Ss 
oxin eds gic on... wertioogect vuitl Q 5 .¢ BOuo-* tee ‘i 
ent: mi enoatec DOS tov b- ta By ae (X4 Oey 0% rode eidadte da Brie 
dd tie pact got og Viorel wilt Bawosd Gael of fay We dees ‘to 6c es Me ©; 
Paige cay 2 ho rd NS Aided © Vp Be GSP ured Ory Ds 4 4 é ee. et ti + ce ; 
et" if af Sahtodes 


epter lb eds Ae. ta 2: RhadeTISGAE fh «soba. | te one sit rang 
=% = Le ges ic Set ks Veen be . bi 7 a wr , 
RIES y, Gf fol De iia mee: ay REE Dee Y dgor SO PSS SG io’ M0 Pe@anesza 4 
Ben Tor it To -tedoum ee: e009 giao it pt Bott ieee eae * efdsl? of sass 4 
= Meld .eencdesh' to tadaum odd cttw mist ithe geitsenit a 
aisey evil eit a2 “Ded rnetto' oie @noszed Aestavhh Xa wei om cstg tant SY 73 i 
i =? 


’ ar” 


- F N ° 
ae, » . sis shde 
* SELE et By 
| - 22 hoe 


j 


= 2 ~ 
1. DIVORCES GRANTED IN Calan, 1913 1934 


(Final Decrees) 


Note. In Prince Edward Island, one divorce was granted in 1913 and one in 


1931. 

Total 

N.S. N.B. Que. Ont. Man. Sask. Alte. B.C. for 

Canada 
1913 2 4 4 20 6 1 y 20 60 
191.4 10 12 T 18 2 2 y 15 70 
1915 13 6 3 10 z 1. 3 16 53 
1916 14 11 1 18 2 2 1 18 67 
1917 8 6 Dae ® - 1 ei eS 54 
1918 24 10 2 10 ~ 1 2 65 114 
1919 6 13 y ig &S 3 76 «147 376 
1920 5 15 9 gl he 26 65 136 4eg 
1921 Wy 13 BLO 122 50 Bu 128 Bug 
1922 35 12 6 90 97 37 129-138 544 
192 22 19 VLGGLO5 S}. WL S7 139 505 
192 ue 15 i 114 V1 28 118-136 543 
1925 30 15 Ne aa 2 79 ye TOLD "150 551 
1926 | 19 12 1 113 85 Lg 154 167 608 
1927 29 a. 13) s362 102 60 14g 197 748 
1928 2g 14 2b ele 79 55 168 203 785 
1929 30 ey 30 ©6208 &9 69 147 = 222 816 
1930 19 27 LO min207 114 62 151 255 875 
1931 36 20 39 90 94 5, 154 e208 692 
1932 35 26 eh 3416114 61 149 ali5 995 
1933 27 12 23 304 116 Lg 135 258 923 
19 34 33 17 36-358 126 62 168 306 1,106 


2. DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA, 1932 - 1934, BY PROVINCES 
AND SEX OF PLAINTIFF 


(Final Decrees) 


aes To Husbands: To Wives: Total 
Bia Op cpm OS ena Dir Sepia oa menrO Summing 9e Cae CIO ame 
P.H.Island ......-- - ~ ~ - = = ts oa a 
Nova Scotia secer.e 19 10 10 16 uy 23 35 at 33 
New Brunswick ..... 14 10 g 12 2 9 26 12 17 
QUebeS seccccosvoes 6 9 7 18 14 29 24 23 36 
Ontario ceccccscece 166 125 104 27 5ok M279 254 341 304 358+ 
Manitoba wecccccses 39 39 38 7) OT Be) wie (AG) 5 eg 
Saskatchewan ...... 28 23 23 33 25 39 61 4g 62 
MEME PEH, savccarcces 66 56 62 83 79 106 149 135 168 
British Columbia .. 90 82 96 155 176 210 245 258 306 
GanAds ssscccc.ee "yes ehh bey) 569. 758 995 923 1,106 
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+ Two granted by Dominion Parliament, 
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3. DIVORCED PERSONS REMARRIED, BY SEX, 1926 - 33. 


Year Males Females 
DIE wo Se Vip hide sane bee OEe Ugh 512 
1927 ee erooeeeoseeeeaerere 586 5el 
EME Coin ot bee we bah ceb ys b:0 749 739 
ve Mle aera a ee 756 703 
TSU Sch oahcrhyse eons sa 159 668 
1931 CCHOHHSBHHSHROCH CHSC EHS 669 589 
TSU RAS in ke cboncestask s 661 579 
Nea Sisthasseceectsct eons 654 606 


NRT AE SRR SES Re vee 


4, DIVORCED PERSONS REMARRIED, BY PROVINCES, 1929 ~ 33. 


Note.— The number of divorced men who married divorced women was 111 in 
1929, 109 in 1930, 101 in 1931, 73 in 1932 and 63 in 1933. 


ae 2 91320 139.3 1 MLS 19 8555 


Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females 


Prince Edward Is. 1 1 1 ~ 1 ~ 1 - 4 - 

Nova Scotia ..... 24 17 25 16 28 27 20 ou 22 25 
New Brunswick ... 46 35 23 29 25 24 25 7 22 1g 
BU OC Code scees 52 37 66 ug 68 5e 69 Yl 50 43 
MOPeriOWse.s<csss | 187 175 200 155 174 137 198 154 213 177 
Manitoba .coceses 64 3 66 54 73 43 59 51 67 62 
Saskatchewan .... “6 55 63 50 43 47 53 35 4d 29 
BIRST OR icacsuesss 138 90 101 108 102 107 88 103 &8 101 
British Columbia. 218 230 214 207 155 152 148 151 147 151 


PetOhsisscdeste . 156 703 759 668 669 589 661 579 654 606 


Of the 356 divorces granted in 1934 by the Ontario courts,* the parties in 
61 cases were married outside the province. The remaining 295 cases have been analysed 
as to age by the Registrar General's Office and the resulting table is republished 
here as Table 5, through the kind permission of that Department, on account of its 
general bearing on the question of how far disparity of ages between husbands and 
wives is a predisposing element in bring about divorce. 


+ Two divorces were granted by Parliament to Ontario petitioners. 
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DIVORCES GRANTED IN ONTARIO, 1934, 
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and Wales, Australie, New Zealand and Canada for the years 1916 and subsequently. 


COMPARISONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES 


pa 5 w 


In Table 6 are given comparative figures of divorces and marriages in England 


The 


percentage of divorces to marriages taking place in the same year, as here given, is 
seen in the case of Ingland and Wales to have increased during these years from 0.35 
pec. to 1.27 p.c.: in Australia from 1.53 pec. to 4.98 p.c.; in New fealand from 2.41 
Similar figures for the 
United States, where, of course, the total number of divorces is unusually large owing 
to the comparative ease with which they may be ob‘ained, show increases from 27,919 

in 1887 to 42,937 in 1896, 72,062 in 1906, 114,000 in 1916, 148,815 in 1922, 165,096 in 


p.c. to 6.17 p.c.; and in Canada from O.2 pst. to -LE45 pecs 


1923, 170,952 in 19 


ee) 


175,449 in 1925, 180,853 in 1926, 192,037 in 1927, 195,939 in 
1928, 201,468 in 1929, falling to 191,591 in 1930, 183,664 


in 1931 and 160,338 in 1932. 
The percentage 


of divorces to marriages increased from 10.6 to 16.3 during the years 


1916 to 1932, divorces during this period increasing by 40.64 p.c. (In 1932 divorces 
granted to women in the United States constituted 73.5 p.c. of the total granted,as 
compared with 72.8 pec. in 1931), 


oe 


6. 
 gtana ane, 
Wales 

Howof Mo, of 

Mar-. Di~ 

riages vorces: 
1916 .... 279,846 990 
1917 .... 258,855 703 
Pte fasies 287 , 163 ngs 
1919 .... 369,411 1,654 
1920 .... 379,658 3,090 
1921 .... 320,852 3,522 
1922 .... 299,524 2,538 
1923 .... 292,408 2,667 
192k .... 296,416 2,286 
1925 .... 295,689 2,605 
1926 .... 279,860 2,622 
M27 -... 308,370 3,190 
1926 .... 303,228 4018 
M929 see. 313,316 3, 396 
1930 ...2 325,209 3,563 
NST chee 311,847 3,764 
1932 206. 307,184 3, 894 
D593 owes 318,191 hole 


SO ENC T AT OT RO SET NN re eae CY 


Australia 


No. of 
Mare 


riages 


4O, 289 
33,666 
33,141 
Lo, 540 
51,552 
46, 869 
Yu 731 
YY Su 
45, 869 
46 , 899 
47,865 
49, 033 
48,593 
47, 500 
43,255 
38, 882 
43,634 
46.595 


ae rr 
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NUMBER OF MARRIAGES AND DIVORCES IN ENGLAND AND WALES, 


TN = REC 


New 
Zealand Canada 

Io, of No. of No. of No. of No. of 

Di~ Mar- Di~ Mar~ Di~ 
vorces riages vorces riages _ vorces 
617 8,213 198 65 ,000+ 67 
652 6,417 219 60, 000+ 54 
681 6,227 199 55, 000+ 114 
879 9,519 336 70 ,000+ 376 
1,152 12,175 469 80,931 42g 
1,480 10,635 Bil 69,732 548 
iwsee 9,556 522 «= 64, 420 BUY 
1,460 10,070 5ee 66, 463 505 
1, 528 10, 259 526 65,129 5U3 
1,844 10, 419 612 64,644 551 
1,632 10,680 614 66,658 608 
1, 899 10,478 540 69,515 748 
1, 829 10,537 57e 74, 311 785 
2,036 10,967 635 77,288 816 
1, 783 11,075 620 71,657 875 
1,938 9,817 591 66, 591 684 
4 9,896 612 62, 531 995 
a 10,510 648 63,865 923 
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GSITSRAL STATISTICS BRANCH 


DIVORCIS IN CANADA, 1935 


There were 1,376 divorces granted in Canada in the calendar year 1935, 
1,346 being granted by the courts of seven provinces, while 30 were granted by the 
Dominion Parliament, These latter have been allotted to provinces according to 
the domicile of the petitioner, 27 being granted to applicants residing in the 
province of Quebec and three to wives residing in Ontario whose husbands were 
residents of Quebec. 


As compared with 1934 there was an increase of 270 divorces, or 24.4 per 
cent. Ontario recorded 463 as against 358 for the previous year. All the other 
Drovinces, except 2uebec and Saskatchewan, also showed increases. Table 1 shows 
the divorces granted, by provinces, in each of the twenty-three years from 1913 


to 1935. 


The Sex of Applicants for Divorces.- Up till 194, Canada's divorce 


statistics differed from those of most other countries in that they showed that 
a majority of the divorces granted were on the petition of the husband. In 192 
Wives obtained 51.2 p.c. of the decrees granted, but in 1925 husbands were again 
in the majority of the successful petitioners with 50.6 p.c. In 1926 wives re- 
ceived relief in 52.0 p.c., in 1927 in 52.6 p.c. and in 1928 in 52.0 p.c. of the 
cases adjudged, this condition being possibly due in part to the passing of the 
Divorce Act, 1925, which removed certain anomalies which formerly operated to the 
prejudice of wives. In 1929 and 1930 wives received relief in 53.9 p.c. and 
58.4 p.c., resvectively, of the cases adjudged, while in 1931 the proportion 
Gronvedeton 5] sf pres, Ti sing in-1932:and1933 «to-58. 7--pees and, 58..9..D.c.,»,res- 
pectively and reaching a new high point in 1934 at 68.5 9.c. In 1935 the pro- 
portion dropped to 61.6 ».c. (see Table 2). A comparison of Canadian divorce 
statistics with those of New Zealand and the United States shows that of the 
decrees granted in the former country from 1928 to 1934, wives received 52.8, 
57.3, 56.3, 58.0, 55.7, 56.5 and 56.5 o.c., respectively, while figures for the 
latter country for the six year period from 1927 to 1932 show the decisions 
granted to wives as being 70.5, 71.0, 71.4, 72.3, 72.8 and 73.5 p.c. of the total 
respectively. In the United States, the sroportion of two divorces granted to 
Wives to one granted to husbands remained fairly constant from 1889 to 1923, but 
is now being replaced by a higher ratio of about five to two. 


Proportion of Divorced Persons in the Population.- At the 1931 census, 
there were enumerated Ly oug divorced males and 4,492 divorced females in the 
Dominion, or 0.08 p.c. and 0.07 p.c. of each sex respectively, while in 1921 the 
figures recorded were 3,670 and 3,731 or 0.08 p.c. and 0,09 p.c., respectively. 
As among the nine provinces, British Columbia showed the highest percentage of 
divorced persons in the vopulation with 0.24 p.c. of each sex, while Quebec 
showed the lowest percentage with 0.02 males and 0.03 females. Divorced persons 
who have subsequently been remarried are, of course, recorded in the census as 
married, 


Remarriage of Divorced Persons.- An interesting side light on the 
divorce question is afforded by the figures of divorced persons who remarried in 
the years 1926 to 1934, as shown in Table 3. The statistics indicate that the 
number of divorced persons remarrying is increasing pari passu with the number of 
divorces. Table 4 shows by provinces the number of divorced persons vho remarried 


in the five years 1930 to 1934. 
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DIVORCES GRANTID IN CANADA, 1913 ~ 1935 


(Final Decrees) 


Note.- In Prince idward Island, one divorce was granted in 1913 and one in 1931. 


Total 
N.S aes Que. Ont. Man, Sasic, Ags B.Ci for 
i 2 ae Canada 
ol ae = 4 y 20 6 i! y 20 60 
ae 10 12 Z 18 2 2 y 15 70 
Be a's ws 13 6 3 10 a 1 3 16 53 
BUG. is, «s 14 12 1 18 2 2 1 18 67 
AM ae 8 6 - 10 - 1 2 23 54 
ee 24 10 2 10 = 1 2 65 114 
hh. ine 36 13 y Lg &8 3 36 147 376 
PICO. aa U5 15 9g 91 he 26 65 136 eg 
PE iG ais 41 13 ) 101 ie 50 Sy 128 548 
eae 35 is 6 90 97 37 129 138 544 
Be Go a's x.y 22 19 al 105 81 41 87 139 505 
ss « Le 15 13 114 Ti 2s 118 136 543 
Se 30 15 13 lel 79 ye 101 150 551 
BG oa i sts 19 12 10 113 &5 Us 154 167 608 
S's 29 17 pS 182 102 60 14s 197 74S 
BE oss 28 14 25 213 79 55 168 203 785 
eS 30 el 30 208 &9 69 147 222 816 
BOSD. oes 19 27 LO 207 114 62 151 255 875 
4 ee 36 20 49 90 guy. Bl 154 208 692 
Ree es, 35 26 oy 341 114 61 149 es 995 
BOS ess 27 12 23 304 116 Lg 135 258 923 
POTS 'y 3 i 36 358 126 62 168 406 “ds 106 
1935... x 5e 36 27 463 145 60 209 32 eee 
Di: 
AND SsX OF PLAINTIFE 
(Final Decrees) 
> : To 4usbands To “ives : Total 
ade Meese Ose | 10g. 933 | SS 41955 a 1933, TOBE, bee 
P.2.1 2 = u 2 fa 2 “ A 2 
ns. 10 10 21 17 23 31 27 35 52 
N.B, 10 g lo 9 20 12 1¥ 36 
eee gq 7 6 14 29 el 23 36 27 
Baty..... 125 10) R67 179 anu* = 2g6** = 304 358* 63** 
wahk..... 39 38 76 17 88 69 116 126 145 
Sask. 23 23 26 5 BSS, 34 48 62 60 
Alta 56 62 74 79 106 135 135 168 209 
S.C. 82 96 143 176 210 OuL 258 306 384 
CANADA... 354 38 529 569 758 87 923 1,106 1,376 


*Two granted by Dominion Parliament. 
**Three granted by Dominion Parliament. 
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3. DIVORCED PSRSONS REMARRIED, BY SX, 1926 - 24 
Year Males Females 
boi le hag ile ee ugh 5le 
ad eee a Bere 586 Bel 
Diet ht oo. hig 749 739 
i ccs 756 103 
iy Ne ee ah Aen 759 668 
i Ay 669 589 
OR ees a 661 579 
Bee Ge Ly i Feo ha hes 6544 606 
i NR te ae 7H 660 
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DIVORCED PERSONS REMARRIED, BY PROVINCES, 1930 - 34 


note.- The number of divorced men who married divorced women was 109 in 1930, 101 in 


1931, 73 in 1932, 63 in 1933 and 85> in 1934. 
19730 Lig 3 O77 32 1 9 does ge Ts 


Males Females Males temales lilales Females liales Females Males Females 


P.a.1 1 3 1 
ras 25 16 28 
N.B Ph 29 25 
ee 66 Lg 68 
Ont e0Gae 155), OLa74 
Cena... 66 54 13 
Bein... 63 50 4 
Bite. .... Olan? LOS, px102 
a 214 207 155 

Total 159 668 669 


s 
27 20 
eu. 25 
ae 69 

M7 «98 
43 59 
47 DO 

107 88 

152 14g 


4 . 
22 25 
22 18 
50 43 

el3 Lg 
67 62 
YL 29 
66") Pen 
147 151 


og 


HRS ee 


* ral ae m Coe ee or 
i OF Ds TOU awe. ia 
a Sadia rs com ss Anal. oa ibe CalamycayS se 


a poe ee i Jel Saati alk ene see Creme ; 
: i i i I 
- as Ue aa | 
ER Et cree s 
4 4 ’ 2 4 


(a 


‘\ oid - \ a. 
> ihe re SOS. Sve xe 
Aap Achaea tt, Fata eens aS an See Re te Cat cm 


r f re - 
of v a } . U ine 
tH 
ae TH { ; zt i * ey rere A 
x +>. Bs > oa as 
. 
. ys nH * r+ tes 0 f 
a . <=)5 + 
: i igi an u 
_ 
. 
» - ae i rt in > - 
Y ‘~ f eons aril ) iP , ie! , 
ay r r vy : 7 s 
: 1S) } ; ae ta) + gh 
r je rah ae Fd | “—_ 
= r WA al > c 4 ‘ 
Wa ry et 7 vs ' : 
Z ’ f a - 
ac . a) ae 


oe hg a) nae! res ee ccin = = yee 
cen cece tellin eamttysngsn vg eraintiacgh tac NORA Mt a Bolen innllnt are tinntirnttenionnsrg tytn attatnatts Bates itching 


ee ee 
SESDA SR Re eacltreren nade Spnetenpegentnn Reece ane ee aeanane tan 


os ee 


COMPARISONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES 


In Table 5 are given comparative figures of divorces and marriages in 
England and Wales, Australia, New Zealand and Canada for the years 1916 and sub- 
sequently. The percentage of divorces to marriages taking place in the same year, 
as here given, is seen in the case of Zngland and Wales to have increased during 
these years from 0.35 p.c, to 1.25 p.c,; in Australia from 1.53 1p. ct. tO 3,50 piers 
in New Zealand from 2.41 p,c, to 6.07 p.c.; and in Canada from 0.1 p.c. to 1.51 
p.c. Similar figures for the United States, Where, of course, the total number 
of divorces is unusually large owing to the comparative ease with which they may 
be obtained, show increases from 27,919 in 1887 to 42,937 in 1896, 72,062 in 1906, 
114,000 in 1916, 148,815 in 1922, 165,096 in 1923, 170,952 in 192k, 175,449 in 
1925, 180,853 in 1926, 192,037 in 1927, 195,939 in 1928, 201,468 in 1929, falling 
to 191,591 in 1930, 183,664 in 1931 and 160,338 in 1932. The percentage of 
divorces to marriages increased from 10.6 to 16.3 during the years 1916 to 1932, 
divorces during this period increasing by 40.64 p.c. (In 1932 divorces granted 
to women in the United States constituted 73.5 p.c. of the total granted, as 
compared with 72.8 p.c. in 1931.) No statistics of divorces granted in the United 
States have been published since those for 1932. 


5. NUMBER OF MARRIAGSS AND DIVORCES IN ENGLAND AND WALZS, AUSTRALIA 
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NsW ZSALAND AND CANADA IN RECENT YEARS 


angland and : 3 : New 
Wales : Australia Zealand 
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Canada 
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DIVORCES IN CANADA, 1936, 


There were 1,526 divorces granted in Canada in the calendar 
year 1936, 1,486 being granted by the courts of seven provinces,while 
40 were granted by the Dominion Parliament, These latter have been 
allotted to provinces according to the domicile of the petitioner, 36 


being granted to applicants residing in the province of Quebec and 
four to wives residing in Ontario whose husbands were residents of 
Quebec, 


As compared with 1935 there was an increase of 150 divorces, 
or 10,9 per cent. Ontario recorded 511 as against 463 for the pre- 
vious year, All the other provinces, except Nova Scotia and Alberta, 
also showed increases. Table 1 shows the divorces granted, by 
provinces, in each of the twenty-four years from 1913 to 1936. 


The Sex of Applicants for Divorces.- Up till 1924, Canada's 
divorce statistics differed from those of most other countries in 
that they showed that a majority of the divorces granted were on the 
petition of the husband. In 1924 wives obtained 51.2 pc. of the 
decrees granted, but in 1925 husbands were again in the majority of 
the successful petitioners with 50.6 p.c. In 1926 wives received re- 
ijet in Oc,0 p.8)), in:d927 in 52.6 -p.e. and in 1928 16 °$2.0'p.c. of 
the cases adjudged, this condition being possibly due in part to the 
passing of the Divorce Act, 1925, which removed certain anomalies 
which formerly operated to the prejudice of wives, In 1929 and 1930 
wives received relief in 53.9 p.c. and 58.4 p.c,, respectively,of the 
cases adjudged, while in 193] the proportion dropped to 57.7 p.c., 
rising in 1932 and 1933 to 58,7 p.c, and 58.9 p.o., respectively and 
reaching a new high point in 1934 at 68.5 p.c, In 1935 the proportion 
dropped to 61.6 p,c., rising again in 1936 to 64,0 p.c. (see Table 2), 
A comparison of Canadian divorce statistics with those of New Zealand 
and the United States shows that of the decrees granted in the former 
country from 1928 to 1935, wives received 52,8, 57.3, 56.3, 58,0,55.7, 
56.5, 56,5 and 54,1 p.c., respectively, while figures for the latter 
country for the six year period from 1927 to 1932 show the decisions 
granted to wives as being 70.5, 71.0, 71.4, 72.3, 72.8 and 73.5 p.c,. 
of the total respectively. 


Proportion of Din Divorced Persons in the Population. - At the 


1931 census, there were enumerated 4,049 divorced males and 3,392 
divorced females in the Dominion, or 0.08 p.c. and 0.07 p.c. of each 
sex respectively, while in 1921 the figures recorded were 3,670 and 
3,731 or 0,08 p.c. and 0.09 p.c., respectively. As among the nine 
provinces, British Columbia showed the highest percentage of divorced 
persons in the population with 0,24 p.c. of each sex, while Quebec 
showed the lowest percentage with 0,02 males and 0.03 females. Divorced 
persons who have subsequently been remarried are, of course, recorded 
in the census as married, 


Remarriage of Divorced Persons.- An interesting side light 
on the divorce question is afforded by the figures of divorced persons 
who remarried in the years 1926 to 1935, as shown in Table 3. The 
statistics indicate that the number of divorced persons remarrying is 
increasing pari passu with the number of divorces. Table 4 shows by 
provinces, the number of divorced persons who remarried in the five 
years 1931 to 1935, 
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1, DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA, 1913 - 1936, 


(Final Decrees) 


Note. - In Prince Edward Island, one divorce was granted in 1913, one in 193l,and 
one in 1935. 


Total 
Year N.S. N.B. QUE. ONT. MAN. SASK, ALTA. (BG. for 

Canada 
DELO Neves - 4 4 20 6 i, 4 20 60 
DL! aeeue 10 12 7 18 a 2 4 15 70 
4 13 6 +} 10 sa 1 3 16 53 
gs er 14 ae 1 18 2 2 4 18 67 
aS. weere 8 6 4 10 - 1 fs 23 54 
SUIS seeds 24 10 2 10 - 1 2 65 114 
oe es 40.0 36 13 4 49 88 3 36 147 376 
Cee 4s as 45 15 9 91 42 26 65 136 429 
oo 41 13 9 101 Loe 50 84 128 548 
Poe Aa wat 35 lye 6 90 O7 or 129 138 544 
TORS casas ae 9 ml 105 81 41 87 139 505 
1. Sa 42 15 13 114 L¢ 28 118 136 543 
BED wy wise 30 LS 13 ea 79 42 101 150 §51 
ER yb 6. 19 LZ 10 qe 85 48 154 167 608 
a 29 LY 13 Log 102 60 148 197 748 
BR aig ci6 28 14 25 213 79 55 168 203 785 
eo Saba 30 ae 30 208 89 69 147 Bar 816 
POO 6, ct.» 19 27 40 207 114 62 151 200 875 
03°} 3 ee 36 20 39 90 94 ol 154 208 692 
Raat pass « 35 26 24 341 114 61 149 245 995 
Cos) ay 12 20 304 Lis 48 135 258 923 
Peet seh ae 35 ah 36 358 126 62 168 306 1,106 
EOS 60 460 52 36 26 463 145 ') 89 209 384 1,376 
Ui. be ay 41 38 36 5211 179 79 209 433 Lowes 


2. DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA, 1934 - 1936, BY PROVINCES 


A A a 


AND SEX OF PLAINTIFF 


(Final Decrees) 


a eee a LLL LLL LLL LLL 


To Husbands : To Wives ¢ Total 

1934 1935 | 1936 * 1934 1935 1936 + 1934 1935 1936 
IN ae - ~ - - 1 - - z - 
ae 10 21 24 23 31 sly 33 52 41 
wei ns ey. 8 16 13 9 20 26 7 36 38 
BUG. ,.0s5e0 7 6 ane 29 20 qe 36 26 36 
Pe hake ws Ot 167 172 254+ 2964+ 339+++ 358+ 463++ 5li+++ 
OES awe a! ne 38 76 78 88 69 101 126 145 179 
PAE. vee 23 26 39 39 34 40 62 60 79 
Altes coves 62 74 74 106 135 135 168 209 209 
gt ee 96 143 138 210 241 295° 306 384 433 
CANADA .6.5. 348 529 549 758 847 O77 A106 Ri S76 1,526 
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+ Two granted by Dominion Parliament, ++ Three granted by Dominion Parliament. 
+++ Four Granted by Dominion Parliament. 
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S. DIVORCED FERSONS REMARRIED, BY SEX, 1926 - 35, 
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Year Males Females 


tt i ne ne en ee ee, 


4 ates Wiienagl ota taal 484 512 
rc tase UE mag egg gla dada 586 52 
Pore ae hue eens 
De a octet 5 wien AE ek oe 756 703 
eee ct, tee nn oh OR 759 668 
Rg eel tally Bes oe 439 589 
eee et eee: ee 661 579 
ee ee ee eee 654 606 
Co a ee 741 660 


1935 evecereroreeonaze oo vov%s,;vVeE svg 814 696 
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4. DIVORCED PERSONS REMARRIED, BY PROVINCES, 1931 ~ $5. 
Note. - The number of divorced men who married divarced women was 101 in 1931, 73 in 
1950, 6, in 19346,489 in 1e34 and 94yin. 1955, 
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1931 IS eye , 1936 1964 1935 
Provinces ~~ 


Males Females Males Females Males Females Meies Females Males Females 


SS 1 ~ 1: “ a ~ “ 2 3 2 
Soe 28 Al 20 24. oo 20 oT 24 47 26 
Se 25 24 20 17 Aas 18 38 23 30 25 
SME lay 6 x-p> 68 52 69 44 50 43 47 43 56 48 
Gis x cee 214 137 198 154. 218 LV? 249 186 279 162 
OS 73 4.3 59 51 67 62 55 56 19 83 
rr 43 47 035 595 a ag 39 32 44 38 
ee 102 107 88 103 88 101 94 103 106 436 


Bet iesasecssee 165 152 148 Lol 147 151 182 LOZ. e 'LTO 196 


DG Aesesseee- 669 589 661 O79 654 606 741 660 814 696 
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COMPARISONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES 


In Table 5 are given comparative figures of divorces and marriages in England 
and Wales, Australia, New Zealand and Canada for the years 1916 and subsequently. The 
percentage of divorces to marriages taking place in the same year, as here given, is 
seen in the case of England and Wales to have increased during these years from 0,35 
p.c. to 1.16 p.c.; in Australia from 1.53 p.c, to 4.43 p.c.; in New Zealand from 2.41 
p.c. to 5.36 p.c.; and in Canada from 0.1 p.c. to 1,98 p.c, Similar figures for the 
United States, where, of course, the total number of divorces is wmusually large owing 
to the comparative ease with which they may be obtained, show increases from 27,919 in 
1887 to 42,937 in 1896, 72,062 in 1906, 114,000 in 1916, 148,815 in 1922, 165,096 in 
1923, 170,952 in 1924, 175,449 in 1925, 180,863 in.1926, 192,037 in 1927, 195,939 in 
1928, 201,468 in 1929, falling to 191,591 in 1930, 183,664 in 1931 and 160,338 in 1932, 
The percentage of divorces to marriages increased from 10,6 to 16,3 during the years 
1916 to 1932, divorces during this period increasing by 40.64 p.c. (In 1932 divorces 
granted to women in the United States constituted 73.5 p.c. of the total granted, as 
compared with 72.8 p.c. in 1931.) No statistics of divorces granted in the United 
States have been published since those for 1932, but estimates would indicate that 
there were some 165,000 divorces granted in 1933, 204,000 in 1934 and 218,000 in 1935. 
The estimated percentages of divorces to marriages were 15.0 p.c., 15.7 p.c. and 16,4 
p.c. in the same three years, 


5. NUMBER OF MARRIAGES AND DIVORCES IN ENGLAND AND WALES, AUSTRALIA, 


NEW ZEALAND AND CANADA IN RECENT YEARS, 


England and New 
Wales Australia Zealand Canada 
Year No. of Ro. of No. of No. of No of No. of No.of No. of 
Mar- Di- Mar- Di- Mar-~ Di- Mar- Di- 


riages vorces riages vorces riages vorces riages vorcees 


ETL uis'eeis e's 279,846 990 40,289 617 8,213 198  65,000+ 67 
VOUT co evaes 258,855 703 33,666 652 6,417 219 60,000+ 54 
EE ee 287,163 1a 63,141 681 6,227 199 55,000+ 114 
Ue 369,411 1,654 40,540 879 9,519 336 70,000+ 376 
od 379, 658 3,090 61.552 1,262 12,176 469 80,931 429 
RG Ol Secs e'e'e's 320,852 S, 522 46, 869 1,480 10, 635 511 69,732 548 
ODA aals've e's 259,504)" 2,588 44,731 1,326 9,566 522 64,420 544 
BSE oiea cede £92,408 2,667 44,541 1,460 10,070 522 66,463 505 
Ct 296,416 2,286 45,869 1,528 10,259 526 65,129 543 
BOE D as bbsie 295,689 2,605 46,899 1,844 10,419 612 64,644 551 
1926. .c.506 279,860 2622 47,865 1,632 10,680 614 66,658 608 
L927 oeeeee 308,370 3,190 49,033 1,899 10,478 540 69,515 748 
a 303,228 4,018 48 ,593 1,829 10,537 S72. 7a, Sie 785 
BOLO... 00 313,316 3,396 47,500 2,036 10, 967 635 77,288 816 
ROS e's’ « 315,109 8,563 43,255 1783 11,075 620% 71,667 875 
hs $11,847 3,764 38,882 1,938 9,817 591 66,591 684 
PREG eddies 307,184 3,894 43,634 1,680 9,896 612 62,531 995 
ae 318,191 4,042 46,595 1,948 10,610 648 63,865 923 
BOS4. cite 342,307 4,287 51,465 2,282 11,256 683 73,092 1,106 
1955 e secre 349,536 4,069 56,826 - 125137 653 76,893 1,526 
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DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS 


GANERAL STATISTICS BRANCH 
YM 


DIVORCES IN CANADA, 1937. 


There wore 1,870 divorces granted in Canada in the calendar year 1937, 
1,825 being granted by the courts of seven provinces, while 45 were granted by the 
Dominion Parliament. These latter have been allotted to provinces according to the 
legal domicile of the petitioner, 43 being in the province of Quebec, and two in 
Prince Edward Island. 


As compared with 1936 there was an increase of 344 divorces, or 22.5 p.c. 
Ontario recorded 596 as against 507 for the previous year, All the other provinces, 
except Nova Scotia, also showed increases. Table 1 shows the divorces granted, by 
provinces, in each of the twenty vears from 1918 to 1937. 


The statistics in Tables 1 and 2 have veen revised, as those published in 
earlier years included some cases of annulments granted by the Dominion Parliament, 
while provincial annulments were not included, The present series does not include 
annulments. A reclassification by provinces has elso been made, the number of 
decrees granted now being shown according to the legal domicile of the petitioner, 
whereas in earlier bulletins the residence of the petitioner was the basis of 
classification. 


The Sex of Applicants for Divorces.~ Up till 1924, Canada's divorce 
statistics differed from those of most other countries in that they showed that a 
majority of the divorces granted were on the petition of the husband, In 1924 wives 
obtained 51.2 p.c, of the decrees granted, but in 1925 husbands were again in the 
majority of successful petitioners with 50,6 p,c. From 1926 to 1933 wives received 
between 50 and 60 p.c, of the divorces granted, From 1934 to 1937 they received 68.5, 
61,6, 64,0, and 63,4 p,c,, respectively, In New Zealand wives received between 50 
and 60 p.c. of the div..ces granted between 1928 and 1935, while in the United 
States they received from 70,5 to 73,5 p.c, of the petitions granted in the years 
1927 to 1932, 


Proportion of Divorced Persons in the Population.~ At the 1931 Census, 
there were enumerated 4,049 divorced males and 3,392 divorced females in the Dominion, 
or 0,08 p.c, and 0,07 p.c. of each sex,respectively, while in 1921 the figures 
recorded were 3,670 and 3,731 or 0,08 p.c, and 0.09 y.c., respectively. As among 

the nine provinces, British Columbia shcwed the highest percentage of divorced 
persons in the population with 0,24 of each sex, while Quebec showed the lowest 
percentage with 0,02 males and 0,03 females, Divorced persons who have subsequently 
been remarried are, of course, recorded in the census as married 


Remarriage of Divorced Persons.~ An interesting side-light on the divorce 
question is afforded by the figures of divorced persons who remarried in the years 
1926 to 1936, as snowm in Table 3, The statistics indicate that the number of divorced 
persons remarrying is increasing pari passu with 4he number of divorces, Table 4 
shows by provinces the number of divorced persons who remarried in the five years 


1932 to 1936, 
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1, DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA, 1918 ~ 1937. 
(Final Decrees) 


Prince Sdward Island, one divorce was granted in 1931 and two in 1935 and 


two in 1937, 
. Total 
Year Ne Sie NB. QUE. ONT. MAN. SASK, ALTA. BC. for 
Canada 
ae 24 10 2 20 - a 2 65 114 
SW one « 36 13 4 46 88 3 36 147 373 
Lo 45 16 9 89 42 26 65 136 427 
PGA. pase 41 13 10 96 122 50 84 128 544 
DIES F 35 12 6 91 97 oT 129 138 545 
LE oe 19 10 102 81 41 87 139 501 
Se 42 5 1s L1S Hae 28 118 136 542 
a 30 Be) 13 119 79 42 101 150 549 
ae 19 ie 10 Vaal 85 48 154 167 606 
Boe? . 29 AT, 1s 181 101 60 148 197 746 
MMO sree 0's 28 10 24 213 79 5S 168 203 783 
a 30 21 30 207 89 69 147 222 815 
MOO oe. ue 19 VAT 41 204 114 62 iG 255 873 
mol , ‘ 36 20 38 90 94 5a 154 208 692 
1932 . 35 26 27 338 114 61 149 245 995 
1933 . ; 27 12 24 303 116 48 RAS 258 923 
St 335 17 38 356 126 62 168 306 1,106 
Da 52 36 28 460 145 60 209 384 L816 
BJOG 6. 41 38 40 507 179 oo 209 433 1,526 
BT. oerke 36 54 43 596 200 109 241 589 L870 
2, DIVORCHSS GRANT#D IN CANADA, 1935 - 1937, BY PROVINCES 
AND SEX OF PLAINTIFF 
(Final Decrees) 
To Husbands To Wives Total 
1935 1936 “1937 1935 1936 1937 1935 1936 1937 
ee ee - = a 2 a4 i 2 s% 2 
PD,” hee Al 24 18 31 17 18 52 41 36 
mr D, 2sn0% 16 13 23 20 Zo ol 36 58 54 
Mt wb eiee 6 ish 8 22 29 35 28 40 43 
My estas 167 a2 205 293 Rye) 391 460 507 596 
see 76 78 79 69 191 re. 145 179 200 
are 26 39 44 34 40 65 60 79 109 
er 74 74 102 Tess 135 139 209 209 241 
es 143 138 205 241 295 384 384 433 589 
> 3 aaa aah 8 tude RS ol lis EN ae i ei et a es Baers 
529 549 685 847 977 1,185 1,a76 1,526 1,870 
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S. DIVORCED FERSONS REMARRIED, BY SEX, 1926 ~ 36. 
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Year Males Females 
SE RING i Pee 9 | 484 512 
| ae ET BOG. ou ime 521 
Re aiett sneak x « ave ane ; 749 739 
DE Meets xy thes aap ae 756 TOR 
tat as ad aise + 2) oe ; 759 668 
BGR Beds 16 wiack-eejns wien 669 589 
SSL me hth a ae ta 661 579 
UN ice 654 606 
MOG A Pis, can Hiiery syh:kie 9. 3°s0 741 660 
ROSS iC awerr ees hevers 814 696 
IO alexa ss de wk uo 08 851 727 
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4, DIVORCED P&RSUNS REMARRISD, BY PROVINCES, 1922 ~ 36, 


Note. ~- The numoer of divorced men who married divorced women was 73 in 1932, 63 in 
1933, 85 in 1934, 94 in 1935 and 104 in 1936, 
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Besides 1932 1933 1934 1935 1936 
Males Females Males enales Males Females Mello s Fem les Males Feneles 
Bae aS i) ~ 4 - - 1 3 2 - 2 
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a 198 154 213 177 249 186 279 162 238 174 
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ee 53 35 41 29 39 32 44 38 41 37 
BEUG esi cceas 88 103 88 101 94 103 106 116 126 123 
Se 148 151 147 151 182 192 170 196 224 213 
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COMPARISONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES 


In Table 5 are givon comparative figures of divorces and marriages in England 
and Wales, Australia, New Zealand and Canada for the years 1916 and subsoquontlye Tho 
Percentage of divorces to marriages taking placo in the samo yoar, as here given, is 
Scen in tho case of England and Wales to have increased during theso yoars from 0.35 
PeCo to 1.16 poc.e; in Australia from 1653 pecs to 4043 PeCe; in New Zealand from 2.41 
PeCe to 5036 poco; and in Canada from Ocel pec. to 1.89 PeCce Similar figures for the 
United States, where, of course, ,the total number of divorces is unusually large owing 
to the comparative ease with which they may be obtained, show incrcases from 27,919 in 
1887 to 42,937 in 1896, 72,062 in 1906, 114,000 in 1916, 148,815 in 1922, 165,096 in 
1923, 170,952 in 1924, 175,449 in 1925, 180,853 in 1926, 192,037 in 1927, 195,939 in 
1928, 201,468 in 1929, falling to 191,591 in 1930, 183,664 in 1931 and 160,338 in 1932. 
The percentage of divorces to marriages increased from 1066 to 16.3 during the years 
1916 to 1932, divorces during this period increasing by 40.64 pecs (In 1932 divorces 
granted to women in the United States constituted 73.5 pecs of the total granted, as 
compared with 7208 poce in 1931.) No statistics of divorces granted in tho United 
States have beon published since those for 1932, but estimates would indicate that 
there were some 165,000 divorces granted in 1933, 204,000 in 1934 and 218,000 in 1935. 
The estimated percentages of divorces to marriages were 15.0 pece, 1567 pece and 16.4 
Ppece in the same threo yearse 


Se NUMBER OF MARRIAGES AND DIVORCES IN ENGLAND AND WALES, AUSTRALIA, 
NEW ZEALAND AND CANADA IN RECENT YEARS 


ee 


Berend emda ony etree 
Wales Australia Zealand Canada 

Year Noo of NO» of Noe of Noe of Noe Of Noe of No» of Noe of 

Mar- Di-~ Mar -: Di- Mar- Dis Mar- Di- 

riages vorces riages vorces riages vorces riages vorces 
1916 ovece 27 9, 846 S90 40,289 Cay 8,213 198 65,000+ 67 
1917 eeeoo 258, 855 703 33 5666 652 6,417 219 60 ,Q00+ 54 
1918 eeore 287,163 a Bea ae 35,141 681 Gyect 199 55,000+ 114 
1919 eeoerd 369,411 1,654 40,540 879 eek B, 336 70 ,000+ 373 
1920 cecoce 379,658 3,090 51,552 Be tC 8) 469 80,931 427 
1921 cecoo SH ,852 swears 46,869 1,480 10,635 511 69,732 544 
1922 cece 299,524 2,088 44,731 1,326 9,566 522 64,420 545 
1923 weere 292,408 Ze00/ 44,541 1,460 10,070 522 66,463 501 
1924 seove 296,416 2286 45,869 1,528 10,259 526 65,129 542 
1925 esoeve 295,689 24605 46,899 1,644 10,419 612 64 , 644 549 
1926 soese 279,860 2,622 47,865 1,632 10,680 614 66,658 606 
1927 ecoee 308,370 3,190 49,033 L899 10,478 540 69,515 746 
1928 eeovce 503,228 4,018 48,593 1,829 10,537 572 74,311 783 
1929 eweeoe 313,516 3,096 47,500 2,036 10,967 635 77,288 815 
1930 erece 515,109 3,065 43,259 14788 11,075 620 71,657 873 
1931 seeve $11,847 3,764 58, 882 1,938 9,817 591 66,591 692 
1952 ccwce 307,134 3,894 43,634 1,680 9,896 612 62,531 995 
1933 eeese Bae, Lol 4,042 46,595 1,948 10,510 648 63,865 923 
1934 oexevc 342,307 4,287 51,465 pete 11,256 683 73,092 1,506 
1935 coves 349,536 4,069 56,826 - LZ 187 653 76,893 1,376 
1936 covse - - - - - - 80,904 1,526 
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DIVOROES IN CANADA, 1938. 


There were 1,883 divorces granted in Canada in the calendar year 1938, 1,798 
being granted by the courts of seven provinces, while 85 were granted by the Dominion 
Parliament. These latter have been allotted to provinces according to the legal 
domicile of the petitioner, 83 being in the province of Quebec, and two in Prince 
Edward Island. 


As compared with 1937 there was an increase of 13 divorces, or 0.7 p.c. 
There was no change in Prince Edward Island, decreases were recorded in British Columbia 
and New Brunswick - that of 280 divorces, or 47.5 pecs, in the former province being 
particularly noteworthy - while increeses were shown for the remaining provinces, that 
of 217, or 36.4 p.c., of Ontario being the greatest. Table 1 shows the divorces granted, 
by provinces, in ench of the «<3, years from 1918 to 1938. 


The Sex of Applicants for Divorces.~ Up till 1924, Canada's divorce 
Statistics differed from those of most other countries in that they showed that a 
Majority of the divorces granted were on the petition of the husband. In 1924 wives 
obtained 51.2 p.c. of the decrees granted, but in 1925 husbands were again in the 
Majority of successful petitioners with 50.6 p.c, From 1926 to 1933 wives received 
between 50 and 60 p.c. of the divorces granted, From 1934 to 1938 they received 
68.5, 61.6, 64.0, 63.4, and 63.6 p.c., respectively, In New Zealand wives received 
between 50 and 60 p.c. of tho divorces granted between 1928 and 1936, while in the 
United States they received from 70.5 to 74.5 p.ce of the petitions granted in the 
years 1927 to 1932. 


-Proportion of Divorced Persons in the Population, + At the 1931 Census, 
there were enumerated 1,049 divorced males and 3,392 divorced females in the Dominion, 
er O.08 p.cs and 0:07 p.c. of cach sex,respectively, while in 1921 the figures 
recorded were 3,670 and 3,731 or 0.08 p.c. and 0.09 p.c., respectively. As among 
the nine provinces, British Columbia showed the highest percentage of divorced 
persons in the population with 0.24 of each sex, while Quebec showed the lowest. per= 
centage with 0.02 males and 0.03 females. Divorced persons who have subsequently been 
remarried are, of course, recorded in the census as married, 


Remarriage of Divorced Persons. - An interesting side-light on the divorce 
question is afforded by the figures of divorced persons who rvmarried in the years 
1926 to 1937, as shown in Table 3, The statistics indicate that the number of divorced 
persons remarrying is increasing pari passu with the number of divorces, Table 4 
shows by provinces the number of divorced persons who remarried in the five years 


1933 to 1937. 
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1. DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA, 1918 ~ 1938. 


(Final Decrees) 


lote. - In Prince Edward Island, one divorce was granted in 1931 and two in 1935, 


1937, and 1938. 
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2, DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA, 3936 - 1938, BY PROVINCES 
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3. DIVORCED PERSONS REMARRIED, BY SEX, 1926 - 37. 


Year Males Females 
ss paee s Ge. ees . ugh 512 
Bey AGecesse Se hve tress 586 Bel 
| ES eee 749 139 
1929 A aes 756 703 
ee ac 505 ole eae oss 759 668 
a ae ae 45544 669 589 
eee RSE Eee oes ewes 661 5) 
PO UIEN sco an eres «5 ‘ 6544 606 
Veen psn becucs ip 741 660 
Mee Ee Wy tsco ops aces sc 814 696 
De eee eases» 851 727 
OS mar anraey SEE 895 732 
4, DIVORCED PERSONS REMARRIED, BY PROVINCES, 1933 - 37. 


Note. - The number of divorced men who married divorced women was 63 in 1933, 85 in 
1934, 94 in 1935, 104 in 1936, and 110 ‘in 1937. 
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COMPARISONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES 


In Table 5 are given comparative figures of divorces and marriages in England 
and Wales, Australia, New Zealend and Canada for the years 1916 and subsequently. ‘The 
percentage of divorces to marriages taking place in the same year, as here given, is 
seen in the case of England and Wales to have increased during these years from 0.35 
pec. to 1,36 p.c.; in Australia from 1.53 p.c. to 4.15 p.c.; in New Zealand from 2.41 
p.c. to 6,15 p.c.; and in Canoda from 0.1 p.c. to 2.13 p.c. Similar figures for the 
United States, where, of course, the total number of é¢ivorces is umsually large owing 
to the comparative ease with which they may be obtained, show increases from 27,919 in 
1887 to 42,937 in 1896, 72,062 in 1906, 114,000 in 1916, 148,815 in 1922, 165,096 in 
1923, 170,952 in 1924, 175,449 in 1925, 180,853 in 1926, 192,037 in 1927, 195,939 in 
1928, 201,468 in 1929, falling to 191,591 in 1930, 183,664 in 1931 and 160,338 in 1932. 
The percentage of divorces to marriages increased from 10.6 to 16.3 during the years 
1916 to 1932, divorces during this period increasing by 40.64 p.c. (In 1932 divorces 
granted to women in the United States constituted 73.5 p.c. of the total granted, as 
compared with 72.8 p.c. in 1931). No statistics of divorces granted in the United 
States have been published since those for 1932, but estimates would indicate that _ 
there were some 165,000 divorces granted in 1933, 204,000 in 1934 and 218,000 in 1935, 
The estimated percentages of divorces to marriages were 15.0 p.c., 15.7 p.c. and 16,4 
p.c. in the same three years. 


5. NUMBER OF MARRIAGES AND DIVORCES IN ENGLAND AND WALES, AUSTRALIA, 
NEW ZEALAND AND CANADA IN RECENT YEARS 


England and New 
Wales Australia Zealand Canada 
Ne, of No. of No. of Nopof No. of Wo, of No, of Mes ee 
Mar- Di-. Mar- Di-- Mar- Di- - Mar- Di- 
riages vorces riages yorces riages vorces riages vorces 
R916 asses 279,816 990 40,289 617 8,213 198 65,0004 67 
LOL] eeeeee 258,855 703 33,666 652 6,417 219 60,0004 54 
M516 Gases. 287,163 1,211 SEN 681 6,227 199 55, 000+ 114 
1919 @enn0e6 369,411 1,654 540 &79 9,519 336 70 , 000+ te 


0920 ceuve’s 379,058 3,090 51,552 1,152 12,175 469 = 80, 931. 


MCL Gabere 320,852 3,522 46,869 1,480 10,635 5ll 69,732 Buy 
M922 wvueee 299,524 2,588 4, 732 1,326 9,566 5226, 420 545 
1923 seveee 292,408 2,667 44,5 1,460 10,070 52266, 463 501 
1924 ...... 296,416 2,286 45 5869 1,528 10,259 526 65,129 542 
BIS “sesees 295,689 2,605 46,899 1,844 10,419 61264, 64 54g 
1926 wees. 279,860 2,622 47,865 1,632 10,680 614 66,658 606 
1927 eeeees 308,370 3,190 49,033 1,899 10, 478 540 = 69, 515 TH6 
Meee Greist, 305,228 4,018 4S ,593 1,829 10,537 572 74,311 783 
Deo iveeae 313,316 3,396 47,500 2,036 10,967 635 77,288 815 
BI50 eeeces 315,109 3305 43,255 1, 783 11,075 620) WE 657 873 


1931 eeeceee 311,847 3,76 


38, 882 1,938 9,817 591 66,591 692° 


Bete Wewss's © 307,184 , 894 43,634 1,680 9,896 612 = 62,531 995 
SOG ies~s 518,191 ole 46,595 1,948 10,510 64S 63,865 923 
1934 ..000. 342,307 4,287) 551, 465 ayeee, 11,256 683 73,092 1,106 
Se 3199396 4,069 56 ,826 2 a oes | 653 76:593 Lea76 


(1936 weevee = 354,6 4,057 58, 109 


13,608 S49 80,904 1,526 


MEOS] sxedoe 359,160 4,886 - ~ - 87,800 1,870 


+ Estimated. 
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DIVORCES IN CANADA, 1939. 


There were 2,022 divorces granted in Canada in the calendar 
year 1939, 1,972 boing ganted by the courts of seven provinces, while 
50 were granted by the Dominion Parliament, to petitioners whose 
legal domicile was in the Province of Quebeo. 


As compared with 1938 there was an increase of 137 divorces, 
or 7.3 pec. The increase is accounted for largely by the British 
Columbia figures, 554 decrees having beon granted in that Province 
as compared with 309 in 1938, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Sask- 
atchewan and Alberts all registered slight increnses., The most 
significant decrease was shown in Ontario, divorces falling from 
813 to 743, or by 8.6 p.c, Table 1 shows the divorces granted, by 
provinces, in each of the 22 years from 1918 to 1939, 


The Sex of Applicants for Divorces.- Up till 1924, Canada's 
divorcee statistics differed from those of most other countries in 
that they showed that 2 majority of the divorces granted were on the 
petition of the husband. In 1924 wives obtained 51.2 p.c. of the 
decrees granted, but in 1925 husbands were again in the majority of 
successful petitioners with 50.6 p.c. From 1926 to 1933 wives re- 
ceived between 50 and 60 p.c. of the divorces granted. From 1934 
to 1939 they received 68.5, 61.6, 64.0, 63.4, 63.6 and 65.3 p.o. 
respectively. In New Zealand wives received between 50 and 60 p.c. 
of the divorces granted betweon 1928 and 1937, while in the United 
States they received from 70.5 to 73.5 pec. of the petitions granted 
in the years 1927 to 1932. 


Proportion of Divorced Persons in the Population.- At the 
1931 Census, there were enumerated 4,049 divorced males and 3,392 

divorced females in the Dominion, or 0.08 p.c. and 0.07 p.c. of each 

sex, respectively, while in 1921 the firures recorded were 3,670 and 3,731 or 
0.08 p.c. and 0.09 p.c., respectively. As among the nine provinces, 

British Columbia showed the highest percentage of divorced persons 

in the population with 0.24 of cach sex, while Quebec showed the lowe 

est percentage with 0.02 males and 0.035 females. Divorced persons 

who have subsequently been remarried are, of course, recorded in the 


census 4s married. 


Remarriage of Divorced Persons. - An interesting side-light 
on the divorce question is afforded by uU.c figures of divorced per- 
sons who remarried in the years 1926 to 1938, as shown in Table 3, 
The statistics indicate that the number of divorced persons remarry~ 
ing is increasing pari passu with the number of divorces. Table 4 
shows by provinces =r numbor of divorced persons who remarried in 
the five years 1934 to 1938. 
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1. DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA, 1918 - 1939. 


(Final Decrecs) 


Note. - In Prince Edward Island, one aivoree was grantcd in 1931 and two in 1935, 
1937 and 1938. 
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ON a ee: 


a a Total 
25oar N. Sis Nu B. Quy e ONT. MAN. SASK. ALTA ry BoC . for 
AO et 6 a ps en ee ee Oi os a ee EES RN Rn eT A A Canada 
ht, an 24 10 2 10 e 1 2 65 114 
ce) 36 13 4 46 88 3 36 147 373 
Se 45 15 9 89 42 26 65 136 427 
ae 4] 13 10 96 122 50 84 (128 544 
OME sehen s 35 12 6 91 97 37 129 138 545 
te 22 19 10 102 81 41 87 139 501 
See ies 42 15 13 113 77 28 118 136 542 
ae 30 15 13 119 79 A2 101 150 549 
1 oe 19 We 10 114 85 48 154 167 606 
he ae 29 17 13 181 101 60 148 197 746 
Bon: ts.6ew 28 13 24 213 79 55 168 203 783 
ee Filaio gt 30 2] 30 207 89 69 147 222 815 
Sy 6b Peles 19 27 41 204 114 62 151 255 873 
a 36 20 38 30 94 51 154 208 692 
Be kes 35 26 27 338 114 61 149 245 995 
Pee Siang 27 12 24 303 116 48 135 258 923 
BRA ovale 33 oh; 38 356 126 62 168 306 1,106 
BORG. hie se 52 36 28 80 125 60 209 384 1,376 
ere 41 38 AO 507 179 79 209 133 1,526 
et oy oak 36 54 43 596 200 109 241 589 1,870 
TOS Gives 51 39 83 813 205 122.17 26. 309 1,885 1/ 
errr 2ONt ee 80, 50., SS | 1B) ee ee unt om ee 
1/ Revisea 
Ze DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA, 1937 ~ 1939, BY PROVINCES 
AND SEX OF PLAINTIFE 
(Final Decrees) 
To Husbands : To Wives : Total 

1937 1938 1939 1937 1938 1939 1937 1938 1939 
ok gh Celera 1 Nil Nil 1 2 Nil 2 2 Nil 
N. Si oeoveeon 18 19 Ze 18 Be 42 36 51 64 
ee S52 5%, 23 15 20 31 24 20 54 39 40 
Meee sees 8 18 1 35 65 39 43 83 50 
MT esssecese 205 288 257 391 525 486 596 813 743 
ese, TS 82 68 721 123 113 200 205 181 
BMGEy srevses 44 42 57 65 6051/7 67 “708 122 1/ 124 
Me sce, 102 103 103 139 158 163 241 261 266 
Meetrieeys,, 205 118 161 384 191 393 589 309 554 

- Ti 39 STAAL Ste 

PARADA “Seceee 685 685 699 1,185 1,200 1,323 1,870 1,885 1/ 2,022 
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3. DIVORCED PERSONS REMARRIED, BY SEX, 1926 = 38, 


Year Males Females 


LOG obo seceviesseves 484 512 
pa eS et ee eee eens 586 521 
LIZ weatgccscavevaes 749 739 
5 PP ee eee eee ey 756 703 
1950 sevcccvscsscevce 759 668 
1931 soccecvccccscvee 669 589 
1932 eenccccsccvcsece 661 579 
1933 wecccccvcccsvvces 654 606 
1934 sccveseccesvccve 741 660 
1935 seccccvcccccccne 814 696 
1936 ceovvecccevvcecs 851 Tal 
L937 ceccnccccncccece 895 731 
1938 sescccvevscecese 887 789 


4. DIVORCED PERSONS REMARRIED, BY PROVINCES, 1934 -— 38. 


Note. = The number of divorced men who married divorced women was 85 in 1984, 94 in 
1935, 104 in 1936, 110 in 1937 and 124 in 1938. 


Previnoer 1934 1935 1936 1937 1938 
Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Females 

Peta te wes - 1 3 2 - 2 7 1 ef 1 
Ne Se cecece 37 24 47 26 37 29 49 30 45 29 
Ne Be eoecee 38 23 30 25 3% no 18 39 21 29 39 
QUE. soccer 47 43 56 48 64 47 ia 59 96 57 
Onte eocsses 249 186.249 162 238 174 127 84 90 57 
Mone ecvvers 55 56 79 83 84 84 134 85 120 107 
Saske seseve 39 32 44 38 41 o7 65 45 62 47 
Alta. coseee 94 103 106 116 126 123 132 133 139 147 
Be Cy covcee 182 192 170 196 224 Bie) * eee 273 305 305 
Total eeceve 741 660 814 696 851 Ton 895 731 887 789 
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COMPARISONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES 


In Table 5 are given comparative figures of divorces and marriages in Eng- 
land and Wales, Australia, New Zealand and Canada for the years 1916 and subsequently. 
The percentage of divorces to marriages taking place in the some yeor, as here given, 
is seen in the case of England and Wales to have increased during these yeors from 0,35 
PeCe to 1.56 p.c.es in Australia from 1.53 p.c. to 4.23 pecs in New Zenland from 2,41 
pete to 6.58 p.c.e; and in Canada from 0.1 p.c. to 2.13 p.c, Similar figures for the 
United States, where, of course, the total number of divorces is unusually large owing 
to the comparative ense with which they may be obtained, show increases from 27,919 in 
1887 to 42,937 in 1896, 72,062 in 1906, 114,000 in 1916, 148,815 in 1922, 165,096 in 
19235, 170,952 in 1924, 175,449 in 1925, 180,853 in 1926, 192,037 in 1927, 195,939 in 
1928, 201,468 in 1929, falling to 191,591 in 1930, 183,564 in 1931 and 160,338 in 1932, 
The percentage of divorces to marriages increased from 10.6 to 16.3 during the years 
1916 to 1932, divorces during this period increasing by 40.64 p.c. (In 1932 divorces 
granted to women in the United States constituted 73.5 p.c. of the total granted, as 
compared with 72.8 p.c. in 1931). No statistics of divorces granted in the United 
States have been published since those for 1932, but estimates would indicate that 
there were some 165,000 divorces granted in 1933, 204,000 in 1934 and 218,000 in 1935, 
The estimated percentages of divorces to marriages were 15.0 p.c., 15.7 p.c. and 16,4 
Pec. in the same three years. 


5 NUMBER OF MARRIAGES AND DIVORCES IN ENGLAND AND WALES, AUSTRALIA, 


NEW ZEALAND AND CANADA IN RECENT YEARS 


England and 


Noles Australia Zealand Canada 

Na, of No. of No. Of * “Neso Wo, of Now of ko, of No. of 

Mar- Di- Mar = Di- Mar Di- Mar- Di- 

ringes vorces riages vorces riages vorces riages vorces 
1916 eeovce 279, 846 990 40,289 617 Cake 198 65,000 Ly 67 
Pai leacekne 258,855 703 53,666 652 6,417 2219, 60,000 1/ 54 
1: Se 287,163 ahah 53, 141 681 6,227 199 *55,000 ns 114 
1999 ouives:: 869,411 1,654 40, 5:0 879 9,519 336 70,000 1/ 873 
1920 eeseve 579,658 3,090 Si. 5S2 1, Lhe Le pe Os 469 80,931 427 
DOS) y-0:0:0:09 320,852 3,bee 46, 869 1,480 10,685 5ll 69,732 544 
DOGS Gee's 5’ 299, 524 2,588 44,731 Lees 9,566 522 64,420 545 
IG2S seovve 292,408 OSX SY f 44,541 1,460 10,070 522 66,463 501 
1924 seoocee 296,416 2,286 45,869 Uz,s28 10,259 526. 65,129 542 
1925 evccoe 295, 689 2,605 46,899 1,844 10,419 612 64,644 549 
1926 severe 279,860 2,0e¢ 47,865 PL Oes 10, 680 614 66,658 606 
by 308,370 o5400 49,033 1,899 10,478 540 69,515 746 
2928 seoves 303,228 4,018 48,593 i, cco 10, 587 572°. Tayo012 783 
1929 avecor $13,316 3,096 47,500 2,036 10,967 635 ‘Tiy208 815 
1930 sevece 515,109 3,563 43,255 1,783 11,078 620, “Fl 657 873 
cud eases e 311, 847 3,764 38, 882 1,938 9,817 591 665531 692 
1932 wevvce 307,184 3,894 43,634 1,680 9,896 612 62,501 995 
1933 soecee =o Eau ES 4,042 46,595 1,948 10,820 648 63,865 923 
1934 secoee 342,307 4,287 51,465 2,282 Ll, 256 683 73,092 1, 106 
1935 esecee 349, 536 4,069 56,826 Cyoal ep ee 653 76,893 1,376 
1936 seocee 354, 644 4,057 58, 709 2,483 13,808 849 80,904 1, 526 
1937 sencee 359, 160 4,886 59,448 - 14,364 917 87,800 1,870 
1938 sccece 88,438 1,885 


1/ Estimated 
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DIVORCES IN CANADA, 1940, 


There were 2,369 divorces granted in Canada in the calendar year 1940, 
2,307 being granted by the courts of seven provincos, while 62 were granted by 
the Dominion Parliament, to potitionors whose logal domicile was in the Province 
of Quebec. 


Through tho courtosy of the various Provincial authorities concerned with 
the registration of divorce decrees, a revision of the statistics of divorces 
granted appears in this bulletin. The figures that have beon changed are 
markod in Tables 1 and 2; as now presented, they show the numbers of decrees 
absolute granted, figuros of annulments having been eliminated where possible, 
Yor those provinces where it was not possible to make such elimination, annul- 
ments make up a negligible proportion of the total, 


As compared with the revisod figures for 1939, divorces increased by 301, 
or 14.6 per cent. Ontario and British Columbia, with 169 and 93, respectivoly, 
accounted for the greater part of the increase, The other provinces recorded 
lesser increases, except Nova Scotia, Saskatchewan and Prince Hiward Island, 
There were no divorces granted in the latter Province, 


The Sex of Applicants for Divorces.- Up till 1924, Canada's divorce 
statistics differed from those of most other countries in that they showed that 


a majority of the divorces granted were on the petition of the husband. In 
1924 wives obtained 51.2 per cent of the decrees granted, but in 1925 husbands 
were again in the majority of successful petitioners with 50.6 per cent, From 
1926 to 1933 wives received between 50 and 60 per cent of the divorces granted. 
From 1934 the proportion increased; in 1940 it was 63.2 per cent. In New 
Zealand wives received between 50 and 60 per cent of the divorces granted bo- 
tweon 1928 and 1938, while in the United States they received from 70.5 to 
73.5 per cent of the petitions granted in the years 1927 to 1932. 


Proportion of Divorced Porsons in the Population.- At the 1931 Consus, 
there wore enumerated 4,049 divorced males and 3,392 divorced fomales in the 
Dominion, or 0.08 per cent and 0,07 por cent of cach sex, respectively, while 
in 1921 the figures recorded wore 3,670 and 3,731 or 0.08 per cont and 0.09 per 
cent, respoctively. As among the nine provinces,British Columbia showed the 
highest percentage of divorced persons in the population with 0.24 of each sex, 
while Quebec showed the lowest percentage with 0,02 males and 0,03 females. 
Divorced persons who have subsequently been remarried are, of course, recorded 
in the census as married. 


Remarriage of Divorced Persons.- An interesting side-light on the 


divorce question is afforded by the figuros of divorced porsons who remarried 
in the years 1926 to 1939, as shown in Table 3. The statistics indicatod that 
the number of divorced persons remarrying is increasing pari passu with the 
number of divorces, Table 4 shows by provinces the number of divorced persons 
who remarriod in the five years 1935 to 1939, 
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1. DIVORCES GRANTED IN CANADA, 1918 - 1940. 


{Final Decregs) 
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3. DIVORCED PERSONS REMARRTND, BY SEX, 1926 ~ 39, 
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\BRIED, BY PROVINOES, 1935 - 39. 
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COMPARISONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIZS 


In Table 5 are given comparative figures of divorces and marriages in England and 
Wales, Austrailia, New Zealand and Canada for the years 1916 and subsequently, . Tuo per- 
centage of divorces to marriages taking place in the same year, as here given, is seen 
in the case of England and Wales to have increased during these years from Q.35 per cent 
to 1.73 per cent; in Australia from 1,53 per cent to 4.64 per cent; in New Zealand from 
2641 per cent to 6.85 per cent; and in Canada from 0.1 per cent to 2.01 per cent. Simi-- 
lar figures for the United States, where, of course, the total number of divorces is una 
usually large owing to the comparative ease with which they may be obtained, show in- 
creases from 27,919 in 1887 to 42,937 in 1896, 72,062 in 1906, 114,000 in 1916, 148,815 
in 1922, 165,096 in 1923, 170,952 in 1924, 175,449 in 1925, 180,853 in 1926, 192,037 in 
1927, 195,939 in 1928, 201,468 in 1929, falling to 191,591 in 1930, 183,664 in 1932 and 
160,338 in 1932, The percentage of divorces to marriages increased from 10,6 to 16.3 
during the years 1916 to 1932, divorcos during this period increasing by 40,64 per cent. 
No statistics of divorces granted in the United States have been published since those 
for 1932, but estimates would indicate that there were some 165,000 divorces granted in 
1933, 204,000 in 1934, 218,000 in 1935, 236,000 in 1936 and 250,000 in 1937. The esti- 
mated percentages of divorces to marriages were 15.0 per cent, 15.7 per cent, 16.4 per 
cent, 17.2 per cent and 17.5 per cent in the same years. The number of divorces per 
1,000 of population was 1.8 in 1936 and 1.9 in 1937. 


5. NUMBER OF MARRIAGES AND DIVORCES IN ENGLAND AND WALES, AUSTRALIA, 


NEW ZEALAND AND CANADA IN RECENT YEARS 
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INFRODUCTION 


The primary object of collecting and analysing divorce statistics is to measure the effect of 
broken marital relationships upon the family unit and community life. One of ths primary factors for con- 
sideration is to study divorce in its relationship to marriage and by thie means be able to measure the 
probability of divorce as the terminating point in a marriage contract. 


A reliable divorce index prevents a number of problems which cannot be solved by any simple method 
of collection or analysis of divorce data alone. 


: ! In order to measure the true divorce situation in any country it is necessary to pull together 
certain related material concerning “the book-keeping of life"; such as the distribution of deaths by marital 
status, marriages by age of the contracting parties and marital status, 


| This report which presents the salient features of legal dissolutions of marital relationships in 
Canada during the calendar year 1941 is limited in its scope for reasone which are set forth herein and 
which are by no means peculiar to Canada. The figures presented do not include legal separations or marriage 
relationships set aside by annulment. ; 


Generally speaking, as in Englend and Wales, divorce courts may grant four kinds of marital relief, 
namely: (1) dissolution of marriage, (2) judicial (or legal) separation, (3) nullity of marriage, and (4) 
restitution of marital rights. | 


In the case of dissolution of marriegs, an established marital relationship ie dissolved by a 
_ judicial decree, while on the other hand annulment has the effect of obliterating a marriage, as if in the 
eyes of the law it had never been legally established. Marriages set aside by annulment are in effect mull 
and void “ab initio" (from the beginning). Annulments, for the most part, are granted (1) if the parties 
were in the prohibited degrees of affinity and consanguinity (direct blood relationship between husband and 
wife); (2) if the marriage was bigawous; (3) if there was an absence of consent by one of the parties at 
the time of marriage (i.e. marriage cbtained by means of threats or force of some kind or fraud); (4) if 
one of the parties was insane at the time of marriage; (5) if one of the parties was under age at the tine 
of the marriage and had failed to secure parental consent; and (6) where non-consummation of marriage is the 
main cause of complaint. 


—_ 


The effect of a legal separation is to disrupt a marital relationship without setting it aside and 
neither party is free to merry again, Many legal separations are entered into by mutual consent of husband 
and wife, 


An order for restitution of marital rights may be obtained by either a husband or a wife who has 
been deserted, requiring the offending partner to return to cohabitation and to restore the marital relation- 
ship. Under the Laws of England and Wales, disobedience to such an order constitutes desertion without 
‘reasonable cause, In Canada, however, it is doubtful if such jurisdiction has any significance due to the 
fact that an amendment to the "Diverce Act" of Canada in 1930(3) provided that desertion over a continuous 
“period of two years must be proven prior to the institution of divorce proceedings. 


ee SO 


DIVORCK LAWS IN CANADA 


Under the terms of the British North America act‘), the Deminion Parliament of Canada has the sole 
authority to deal with the granting of dissolution of marriage, except in those provinces where the power had 
‘deen granted to the Courts previous to Confederation(2), From Confederation in 1867 until 1924, the Dominion 
Parliament did not promulgate any legislation granting the right to obtain divoree,nor had any court with 
jurisdiction in divorce matters been created within the Dominion or in any province, porsuant to Dominion 
legislation, Matrimonial relief might be obtained, however, under authority of the British North America Act 
by petition to the Dominion Parliament through the Divorce Committee of the Senate. 


. Wova Scotia and New Brunewick. - The Provinces of Nova Scotia (4) (in 1864) and New Brunswick (5) 
(in 1860), having enacted legislation respecting civorce and possessing courts exercising jurisdiction over 
divorce and matrimonial causes before Confederation, have continued to exercise such jurisdiction as 
‘provinces since 1867, 


(i) See Sub-section (26); section 91, British Morth America Act. 


(2) See Section 129, British North America Act. 
(3) See Statutes of Canada, 1930, Chap. 15. 
(4) See Revised Statutes (3rd series) ¥.5. 1664, Chap.126, and Statutes of NW. 8. 1866, Chap. 13. 


(5) See Revised Statutes, N. B. 1903, Chap. 115. 
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Prince Edward Island. - In Prince Edward Island a court having jurisdiction in divorce matters was 
constituted by law in 1835 (6), and while this provision has not been repealed, the power vested in the 
Governor and Executive Council to establish a divorce court has never been exercised. Persons living in 
Prince Edward Island must make application for dissolution of marriage by petition to the Dominion Parliament 


Quebec, ~- In Quebec, the courts have assumed power to annul marriages and to entertain petitions 
for legal separations. Persons seeking dissolution of marriage in Quebec must do so by petition to the 
Dominion Parliament, 


British Columbia. - The colony of British Columbia had acquired jurisdiction in divorce and matri- 
monial causes by virtue of a proclemation issued by the Governor-in-Council, which gave effect to the Civil 
and Criminal Law of England as it existed on November 19th, 1858. The province continued to exercise juris- 
diction over divorce and matrimonial causes through the courts established prior to 1871, the yvear British 
Columbia entered Confederation (7). 


Manitoba. - The divorce law of England, as it existed on July 15th, 1870, was introduced into 
Manitoba by an Act of the Dominion Parliament (8). The Court of the King's Bench in Manitoba has the same 
jurisdiction in divorce as the Courts have in England under the "Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act” of 1857. 


Alberta and Saskatchewan. - The Dominion Parliament in 1886 (9) enacted that the laws of England 
as they existed on July 15th, 1870, showld be in force in the Northwest Territories of Canada. In 1918, the 
Appellate Division of the Supremes Court of Alberta held that the effect of the above Act and of subsequent 
legislation passed creating the province was to make the "Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act" of England of 
1857 and any amendments up to July 15th, 1870, apply to the Province of Alberta. This decision was confirmed 
by the Imperial Privy Council on appeal. Subsequent judgments by the Saskatchewan Court of Appeal held that 
the English lew as it existed on July 15th, 1870, had force in that province and that the rights conferred 
thereunier might be enforced by the Court of King's Bench. The Provinces of Alberta and Saskatchewan, there- 
fore, are in the same powition in the matter of jurisdiction over divorce. 


Ontario. - In 1930 (10), the Dominion Parliament conferred jurisdiction in divorce upon the Supreme 
Court of Ontario, in accordance with the English Law as it existed on July 15th, 1870. Prior to that time, 
it was the practice in Ontario for applications for dissolution of marriage to be made to the Dominion Parli- 
ament in the same manner as persone residing in the Provinces of Quebec and Prince Edward Island. 


THE LAWS OF ENGLAND AS THEY AFFECT DIVORCE IN CANADA. 


fhe right to obtain divorce decrees in England was first granted in 1857, when the “Divorce and 
Matrimonial Causes Act" was passed. By this Act the Court of Divorce and Matrimonial Causes was created 
and all jurisdiction in matrimonial mattere, formerly exercised by the Ecclesiastical Courts, was trans- 
ferred to the Civil Court by the Act. Dissolution of marriage, as we now understand it, had formerly the 
eignaificance of judicial separation only. ‘The *Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Act” of 1857 of England had 
ne ferce in the colonies of British North America before Confederation, except in those colonies where such 
legisiation had been enacted. 


JURISDICTION IN DIVORCE IN THE UNITED STATES, 


Diseolution of gzarriage in the United States is regulated by State legislation. There is no 
apparent uniformity in the State laws concerning divorce and it is much easier to secure dissolution decrees 
in some states then in others. One of the pre-requisites to divorce in the United States is domicility or a 
prescribed time period of residence within the State where the application for a decree of divorce will be 
made. , 


EFFECT OF DIVORCE DECREE. 


In Canale. generally speaking, unless an appeal is lodged, every decree of dissolution of marriage : 
ig absolute at the expiration of three months following the granting of the decree, and after that period j 
both parties are free to remarry other persons or each other. In England, every decree of dissolution of 
marriage is in the first instance a decree "nisi" and is not made absolute until the expiration of six 
calendar wonthe. At any time during the progress of a divorce suit, before the decree "nisi® is made absolut 
the King’s proctor may intervene. The marriage exists until the decree is absolute, after which time either 
spouse way Barry again. In the United States thers is no restriction to the remarriage of divorced persons 


(é) See 5 William IV, Chap. 10. 

(7) See Revised Statutes, B.C, 1936, Chap. 76. ; q 
(8) See 51 Victoria, Chap, 33. 

(9) Bee 49 Victeria, Chap, 25. : 
(10) See Statutes of Canada, 1930, Chap. 14. 


dl 


‘in the majority of the states, although in some instances divorce decrees are granted "niei" and de not de~ 
come absolute until a specified period of time has elapsed (generally speaking, as in England, efx months), 
Such decrees prohibit the remarriage of either spouse during the “nisi” period. 


ee ee ee ee 


Divorce is becoming more and more important as a social problem and the distribution of dissolutions 
of marriage according to marital and social factors is of paramount importance in any study of the effects of 
‘marriage and divorce upon community life, For instance, in the United States the total number of divorces is 
‘Telatively high, as compared with other countries. This high rate of divorce is said to be due in e large 
measure to the comparative ease with which a dissolution of warriage may be obtained, but the causes of 
divorce in the United States may be due to any number of economic factors and social conditions which may not 
be present in other countries. Such factors can only be determined by a comprehensive study of the status of 
marriage and divorce in their relationship to other factors of community and family life. Scientific work in 
the divorce field remains very limited, due te (1) the lack of uniformity in collection of tesic material; 
and (2) the lack of a standard statistical method for ths analysis of divorce statistics, and finally (3) 
because there is very little material available, These conditions are due asinly to the fact that (1) the 
ollection of complete statistical data is an undertaking of grea? magnitude and that (2) under existing 
conditions the cost of comprehensive analyses would be prohibitive, Such deta are not available for Canada, 
but it is hoped that in the very near future the deficiency in certain basic material may be rectified on a 
national basis. 


' Some idea as to the complexity of the probleme to be faced in organising and co-ordinating studies 
‘of divorce in relationship to marriage and social and economic factore of a country is found in the Marriage 
and Divorce Bulletin of the United States Bureau of the Census (11). Fhe statietice contained in this publi- 
cation indicate the surprisingly large number of divorces which are granted in that country to persons married 
n Canada. In 1922, the latest year in which statistics of the country of marriage of persons obtaining 
divorces were collected, no fewer than 1,368 divorce decrees were granted to couples married in Canada, a 
number more than times as large as the total number of divorces granted in Canada in the same year, This 
number also formed 36.2 per cent of the number of divorces granted in the United States during the year to 
couples married in forsign countries, while, at the same time the percentage of the Canadian-born population 
to the total foreign-born amounted to only 8.1 per cent. The Bulletin goes on to say: 


“Tt is possible that many Canadians acquire a residence in the United States 
for the sols purpose of obtaining divorce because, in general, divorce laws are 
more liberal in the United States than in Canada,* 


he 1,368 divorces granted in 1922 to couples who had been married in Canada, no fewer than 462 were 

ted by the courts of the State of Michigan, while 135 were granted by the courts of the State of Waah— 
Angton ani 128 in California, This situation establishes beyond doubt the need for international agreesnents 
concerning the interchange of divorce material, the establishment of statistical stendards for the ansiysis 
of such material and the method of collecting the basic data. 


Of t 


' Duration of Marriage. - An important factor in the study of divorce statistics is the duration of 
marriage. Many authorities on marriage and divorce claim that one of the most common causes of divorce is 
hasty marriages, while other authorities claim to have discovered by a study of available statistics that 
most “matrimonial barques" drift upon the rocke of the divorce court after many years of apparently success- 
ful wedded bliss. In fact, the divorce statistics over a psriod of years for one province of Canada revealed 
that a high percentage of marriages were dissolved after the completion of sight to ten years of married life. 
The State of Massachusetts, with ite old and established laws of matrimony and divorce, shows in ite Annual 
Report that nearly 33 per cent of the marriages dissolved in 1920 had s duration of marriage from ten to nine- 


teen years. 


Grounds for Divorce. - Statistics as to the “erounds" for digsolutions of marriage are of extrene 
Significance. In Canada, however, the cause factor is generally known, because the main grounds for divorce 
re unfaithfulness and to a limited extent, desertion. Statistics showing the distribution of dissolutions 
of marriage by cause are of primary importance. In countries where desertion, cruelty (either physical or 
mental), neglect of support, criminal conviction, habitual drunkenness, incompatibility and other cavees, may 
entertained as the grounds for divorce action, data concerning these factors in Aivorce incidence te of 


reme importance. 
In 1925, the Dominion Parliament of Canada (12) added a new and important provision to the Canadian 


respecting divorce. The law in force at that time, insofar as it concerned grounds fer divorce procesd- 
8, provided that while a husband might obtain a divorce on grounis of adultery it was necessary for % wife 


(a) See Marriage ani Divorce, 1922, Table 17, Page 24. 
(12) See Statutes of Canada, 1925, Chap. 41. 
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to prove both adultery and desertion. This anomaly was removed by Section 2 of the "Divorce Act" of 1925, 
wherein it provided that - 


“In any court having jurisdiction to grant divorce "a vinculo matrimonii" any 
wife may commence an action, praying that her marriage may be dissolved on the ground 
that her husband bas since the celebration thereof been guilty of adultery". 


The granting of a divorce in such eases, of course, is dependent on sufficient evidence that the wife has 
not been an accessory to nor connived at such adultery and that the action is not prosecuted in collusion 
with the husband or the woman with whom he is alleged to have committed adultery. In addition - 


# . . . the court shall not be bound to pronounce such decree if it finds that 
the wife during the marriage has been guilty of adultery or of unreasonable delay or cruelty 
towards the husband or of having deserted or wilfully separated herself from the husband 
before the adultery complained of and without reasonable excuse or of such wilful neglect 
or aisconduct as has conduced to the adultery,* 


In 1930, the Dominion Parliament again amended the "Diverce Act” (13) providing that, after a 
lapse of two years, wives whose husbands had deserted them and bad moved from the jurisdiction of the 
Court of the province of the former joint residence, were permitted to institute an action for divorce. 
& Gecree could be granted by the Court of the province in which the wife had continued to reside upon 
any grounds which were already recognised by the Court of that province, provided that the husband was 
demiciled in that same province immediately prior to the desertion. 


In England, complete divorce hae been obtainable gince January lst, 1938 (14) by either husband 
or wife upon any one of the following grounds: adultery since marriage; desertion for three years before 
petition; cruelty to petitioner; incurable insanity; ane by the wife on conviction of the husband of — 
certain criminal offenses. 


Other Divorce Factors. - As living conditions differ between countries, eo likewise do the common 
‘causes of and legal grounds for divorce applications differ, and the rates, therefore, vary accordingly. In 
gome countries, by reason of the high cost of court action, divorce is said to be s luxury and only within 
the reach of the fairby wealthy in the population. 


DIVORCE RATES 


Divorces rates are generally expressed in the ratio of decrees granted each year to every 100,000 
ef the population. Due to changes in the sex, age and marital status distritution of the population, a rate 
worked on the basis of the total population may prove an unreliable index, particularly for long-term com- — 
parisens, It is common practice also to express the ratio of divorce decrees by the ratio of the number of 
dissolutions of marriage each year to the number of marriages solemnized in the same year. Some authorities 
claim, and right?y so, that thia is not a logical basis for comparison, because it must be remembered that 
the ratio of divorces to marriages in a given year indicates simply e numerical relationship which has no — 
vielogical or social significance, even though it has been considered a convenient index of the increase in 
Giverce frequency. 


Divorce statistics ought to be studied specifically; that is, in relationship to the number of 
persons exposed to the risk of divorce, i.e., the annual number of divorces in ratio to the married adult 
population (fifteen years and over), or better still in ratio to the sarried units in the population. The 
diverce rate for both sexes would obviously be twice as great for the entire adult married population be- 
cause the number of persons attaining divorce status each year is naturally twice the number of divorces 
granted. The same reasons may be advanced for computing specific divorce rates as in the case ef specific 
rates for marriages and births. 


Until such time ae netional and international standards are set up the most commonly used ratios . 
will be employed in presenting the Divorce Statietics of Canaia, Some justification for adopting and con- 
timaing publication of these questionable statistical data ie that such rates have been and are now being 
weed net only in the more popular pablications but equally as oxtensire.y we scientific studies and- official 
pablications, 


The relative number of divorces granted to females in all countries is very much higher than the. 
number granted to males; the ratio in this inetance is expressed in terms of the number of male srrticant 
to the number of female applicants in every 1,000 decress granted. 


{13) See Btatutes of Camda, 1930, Chap. 15, 
(14) See Matrimonial Causes Act, 1937. 
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5 E OF DIVORC C. 


The material for this report, which is limited to a mere count by sex of the dissolutions and 
nullities of marriage granted, is supplied annually to the Vital Statistics Branch of the Dominion Bureau 
of Statistics through the courtesy of the provincial authorities charged with the registration of Divorces, 
while the figures for Prince Edward Island and Quebec are supplied through the courtesy of the Clerk of the 
Divorce Committee of the Senate of Canada. The figures for the years 1920 to 1940 have been revised through 

the co-operation of the above registration officisle and show the number of absolute decrees granted each 
year, Annulments have been eliminated, where possible, but for those provinces where it was not possible 
to make a complete elimination they constitute a very negligible proportion of the total. Plans are being 
formulated to discuss with the provinces and the Clerk of the Divorce Committee of the Senate, the adoption 
of a comprehensive Standard Divorce Report Form for Canada, 


DIVORCES GRANTED IW 1941 


There were 3,461 divorces granted in Canada in the calendar year 1941 - 2,412 being granted by the 
courts of seven provinces, while 48 were granted by the Dominion Parliament to petitioners whose legal domi- 
cile was in the Province of Quebec and 1 in Prince Bdward Island. As compared with the figures for 1940, 
divorces in Canada in 1941 increased by 92, or 3.9 per cent. Alberta with an increase of 37, Manitoba with 
36, New Brunewick with 35, Ontario with 33, and Saskatchewan with 21, accounted for the greater portion of 
the increase in divorces granted. Nova Scotie and Prince Edward Island recorded lesser increases, while 

British Columbia showed a decreases of 65, and Quebec a decrease of 14, The annual distribution of diasolu- 
tions of marriage in Canada, by provinces, from 1918 to 1941, inclusive, are given in Table 1. 


Population Rates. - Table 2 showe the divorce rates per 100,000 population in Canada by provinces 
from 1918 to 1941. The figures reveal that upon the basis of the number of divorces granted to the total 
population the rate per 100,000 has steadily increased. In 1918 the rate was 1.4; by 1926 it was 6.4; by 
1930 it had risen to 8.6 and in 1936 it reached 14,3, In 1940 the rate was 20.8 while in 1941 it increased 
to 21.4. During the twenty-four year period there was but one marked halt in the general upward trend, i.e., 
in 1931 when the rate dropped to 6.8 from the 1930 figure of 8.6, but in 1932 the rate rose again to 9.6. 


Considering the provinces individually, British Columbia has always maintained by far the highest 
divorce rate in Canada, In 1918, the rate stood at 13.7; by 1926 it had risen to 27.6 and to 37.7 in 1930, 
The upward trend stopped in 193] when the rate dropped to 30.0, but in 1932 the upward trend was resumed 
with the rate increasing to 34.8, and by 1940 had risen to 84.8 per 100,000 population, There was, however, 
a definite halt in the trend for 1941 when the rate dropped to 74,5. 


- Discounting Prince Edward Island, the Province of Quebec has the lowest provincial divorce rate 

in Canada. The general trend has been slightly upward from 0.1 per 100,000 population in 1918 to 1.9 in 

1940. During the review period there has been a number of minor fluctuations with a peak of 2.6 in 1938, 
In 1941 the Quebec rate stood at 1.4. It must be remembered, however, that the basis for the granting of 
divorce decrees in Quebec is not strictly comparable with the rest of Canada, 


: 
; The rates in Table 2 reveal a general upward trend in the other provinces of the Dominion. 


: Sex of Applicants. - Divorce statistics in Canada until 1924 were at variance with those of most 
_ other countries by revealing that a majority of the decrees of dissolution of marriage were granted on the 
' petition of the husband. In that year 51.2 per cent of the decrees were granted to wives, but in 1925 the 
majority of successful petitioners again ewung in favour of the husbands with 50.6 per cent. From 1926 to 
.. 1933 between 50 and 60 per cent of the decrees were granted to wives, while after 1934 the proportion in- 
creased steadily to 63.2 per cent in 1940 but dropped to 62.6 per cent in 1941, In New Zealand between 

_ 6O and 60 per cent of the decrees granted betwean 1928 and 1940 were to wives. 


k Table 3 shows the provincial distribution of dissolutions of marriage, from 1937 to 1941, according 
: to the sex of the petitioners, while able 4 shows the ratio of dissolutions of marriage granted to males for 
g every 1,000 granted to fexales in Canada by provinces, from 1937 to 1941, 

Le 
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Divorced Persons in the Population. - The number of divorced persons in the Dominion as enumerated 
at the Census of 1921 was 3,647 malee and 3,726 females or 0.08 per cent and 0.09 per cent of the total 
population for each sex, while in 1931, the figuree were recorded as 4,027 and 3,386 or 0,08 per cent and 
0,07 per cent, respectively. At the Census of 194] there were 6,546 divorced males and 7,460 divorced females 
enumerated, showing a percentage of 0,11 and 0,13, respectively, of the total male and female population of 
_ Canada. ; 
4 Table 5 shows the distribution of divorced persons in Canada by provinces as enumerated at the 
Censuses of 1921, 1931, and 1941, together with the percentage distribution by sex of each group to the total 
population, The figures show that British Columbia bad the highest provincial rate of divorced persons in 
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the popalation, In 1921 there were 547 divorced males or 0.19 per cent; in 1931 there were 921 or 0.24 per 
eent and in 1941 there were 1,547 or 0.36 per cent. Divorced females numbsred 483 or 0.21 per cent in 1921; 
741 or 0.24 per cent in 193] and 1,718 or 0.45 per cent in 1941, The figures reveal that the Province of 
Quebec had the lowest percentage of divorced persons in Canada at all three censuses with 603 divorced males 
or 0,05 per cent in 1921; 346 or 0.02 per cent in 1931 and 500 or 0.03 per cent in 1941, Divorced females 
in 1921 suwbered 758 or 0.06 per cent; in 1931 they numbered 405 or 0.03 per cent and in 1941 there were 646 
or 0.04 per cent. ‘The above figures give the marital status of divorced persons at the time of the Census; — 
persone who had been previously divorced but remarried prior to the Census are enumerated as married. 


Remarriage of Divorced Persons. ~ Phe number of divorced persons remarrying each year by sex from 
1926 to 1941 is shown in Tabie 6. The figures indicate that the number of remarriages is increasing with 
the number of divorcee granted. I% will be seen also that except for the year 1926 the rate of remarriage 
for divorced females ie consistently lower than for divorced miles. The percentage increabe over the sixteen 
year period 1926 to 1941 was 162.2 and 136.9, respectively. 


In fable 7 is shown ths marital status of the contracting parties in Canadian marriages where 
either or both was a divorced person prior to the marriage. The provincial distribution is given from 1937 
to 1941, The figures reveal that marriages of divorced men to spineters are by far the more numerous, and 
that in point of numbers the marriages of divorced women to bachelors come second. In this connection, 
however, the fairer sex appear to be catching up with their ex-partners for in 1937 the first named group 
acceunted for 46.6 per cent of the remarriages againet 32.2 per cent, while in 1941 the percentages had 
changed to 40.5 and 35.7. The lowest frequency of remarriage was between divorced men and widows. These 
trends were fairly consistent as between provinces, with British Columbia far in the lead with a total of 
486 diverced persons remarried in 1937 as againe? 937 in 1941; Alberta was second with 252 and 375, while 
Wew Brunswick was lowest with 58 and 108, respectively. 


COMPARISONS WITH OTHER COUNTRIES 


Marriages and Divorces. - In fable 8 are shown figures for marriages and divorces in Canada, in 
couparizon with factand and Wales, Scotland, Australia, New Zealand, the United States and Sweden for the 
years 1916 to 1941, Complete statistics of divorces granted in the United States have not been collected 
since 1932, The United States Bureau of the Census estimated and published the number of divorces annually 
from 1916 to 1921 and 1933 to 1940 (1). ‘The estimates were based on the returns of a national survey of all 
Givorce recording offices in the forty-eight states. | 


| 

Percentage of Divorces to Marriages. - The figures in Table 9 reveal that in Canada the percentage 

ef divorces to marriages in each year has increased from 0.10 in 1916 to 2,02 in 1941. In England and Walesa 

the percentage of divorces to marriages has increased from 0.35 to 1.41 and in Scotland from 0,85 to 1.6 — 

duriag the same period. In 1916 in the United States, the annual percentage of divorces to marriages was 

10.6 and by 1940 the percentage had increased to 16.27, while in New Zealand the percentage was 2.41 and | 

6.07 for the sane years, Australia showed an increase of from 1.53 in 1916 to 4.89 in 1939 and Sweden from 
a2 to 5.89, respectively. 


She upward trend im ell seven countries has been maintained fairly steadily since 1916 with a few 
Binor flustuasicne, bat indications are that a drop in the number of dissolutions of marriage granted may be 
expected during the next twe or three years. 


Population Rates. - Table 10 gives the divorce rates per 100,000 population for the above countries 
fhe rate for Canada rose steadily from 0.8 in 1916 to 21.4 in 1941; England and Wales from 2.9 to 13.2 and | 
Scotland from 56.6 to 16.2. United States and New Zealand with rates of 111.8 and 18.0, respectively, in we 
1916 increased te 200.5 and 68.5 in 1940, The Australian rates were 12.5 in 1916 and 44.9 in 1939 while the 
rates for Sweden ranged from a low of 13.5 in 1916 te 56.0 in 1939, the latest year for which these figures 
ere available. As might be expected there has been some variation in the rates for each country, but never- 
theless the trend has been steadily upward, 


(1) Estimated number of divorces by state; United States, 1937 - 1940. 
Vital Statistics - Special Reporte, Vol. 15, page 193. 


TABLE 1. - DISSOLUPIONS OF MARRIAGE IM CANADA, EY PROVINCES, 1918 - 41 


Britian 
Coluabia 


ee 
vo [om [ERT ES. [tn 
| 


2 
a& 
38 
, 28 
46 
43 
83 
50 
62 
48 


@ABLE 2, - ANNUAL RATWS OF DISSOLUFIONS OF MAHRIAGE PER 100 POPULATION 
IW CANADA, BY PROVINCES, 1916 - 41. 


Ceete crn 


Bani- British 
Branewick Quebec | Ontario i tobe Celwmbia 

1.4 4.8 2.7 0.1 0.4% - 0.1 13.7 
4.5 (5B: 3.6 0.28 1.8 15.3 0.4 3.1 
5.5 Bic 3.9 0.4 ep ek 2.7 28,8 
6.4 7.8 3.4 0.4 3.3 20,0 7,8 34.4% 
6.1 6.7 3.1 0.2 3.1 15.7 4.6 28,5 
5.6 4.3 4.9 0.4 3.4 13,1 5.7 28.0 
5.9 8.1 3.8 0.8 3.7 12.3 3.3 23.8 
5.9 5.8 3.8 0.5 3.8 12.5 5.3 26.5 
6.4 3.7 3.0 0,4 3.8 13.3 6.1 27.8 
7.8 5.6 4.3 0.6 5.6 15.5 7% 31.6 
8.0 5.4 3.2 0.9 6.5 bap |: eh a 6.8 31.7 
8.2 5.8 5.2 a kyap | 6.2 | 318.1 8.0 33,7 
me 3.7 6.7 1.5 6.0 16.5 Kare! . Bl 87.7 
6.8 7.0 4.9 1,3 2.7°"| 13.4 6,0 “aL 3.0 
9.6 6.7 6.3 0.9 9.9 16.1 1 ' 20.3 34.8 
8.7 5.2 2.9 0.8 8.6 16.3 5.2 18.4 36.3 
10.4 6.3 4.0 1.3 10.3 17.7 7.3 8 42.2 
713,1 9.9 8.4 0.9 13.4 "1 920.4 7.3" 29,5 *" 63.2 
7.6 8.7 1.3 14.1 * 28.2 9,0 2.28 60.2 

6.6 12.0 1.4 16.4 27.9 1159 35.3 83.8 

9.3 8.8 2.6 22.1 28.8 13.4 ' 3456 "83.2 

11.6 8.9 1.6 19.9 24.9 14,0 34.8 aii fs Po 

10.7 11.5 1.9 24.3 28.3 13.4 34.7 84.8 

11.8 19.0 1.4 25.1 ' 33.2 16.8 39,1 F745 
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TAB - DISSOLUTIONS OF MARRIAGE CLASSI ACCORDING TO SEX IN CANADA, 
BY PROVINCES, 1937 — 4) 


Prince Nova Yew Mand 
0 = 
GAHADA ere Bootle Eee, BM LA ps. Quebec | Ontario | ees 


British 
Columbia 


fo Buebands 


1937 | “179 
1938 | 234 
1939 171 
1940 222 
1941 214 
fo Wives 
1937 | 1 341 
1938 2 391 
1939 ” 410 
1940 o 452 
1941 i 395 
Potal 


mit en 


TABLE 4. - RATIO OF DISSOLUTIONS OF MARRIAGE GRANTED TO MALES TO BVERY 1,000 GRANTED TO FEMALES 


IN CANADA, BY PROVINCES, 1937 - 41. 


British 
Columbia 


PABLE 5, ~ DIVORCED PERSONS IN THE POPULATION OF CANADA, BY PROVINCES AS ENUMERATED 
Af THE CENSUSES OF 1921, 1931 AND 1941. 


nee 


Wumber of Divorced Persona by Sex | Percent of Population by Sex 
Provinces Males 

1941 
Prince Baward Island, 0.05 0.04 
Hova Scotia ...... 0,08 0.10 
Yow Bronewick ..... 0,06 0.09 
Quebec ee0%908000 © vf 0,05 0,04 
Ontarlo ..ccccccce 0,08 ~ 0.15 
Manitoba = ....ccsece 0.08 0.19 
Saskatchewan ..... 0.08 0.09 
Alberta = .....0000- 0.13 0.19 
British Columbia .. 0.19 0.45 


ne fe fo ae aw os | ow 


1/ Figures include legal separations. 


SC 
TABLE 6. - REMARRIAGES OF DIVORCE) PERSONS, BY SEX, IN CANADA, 1926 - 41. 


Fomales 


Ceseeoesereesesesseuose 


1927 wee cece cc ceeeseccnce 
1928 aletelerslcle’ele e wle'sleis sit'e ts 
1929 4819.91 010.610, 0,0/0.0.9.0/¢ 616 orele 
1930 see wee sce ves cecices as 
1931 isle ste «0 s\e.elere ova sieloloiele 
1932 SOOO OOOOROOOOONOG 
1933 esse ceesecwcseeece 
1934. Bivinssiafol eo o clas « Coinvele see 
1935 eeacserccesersencete 
1936 ope lncece sso wieloleist «is 
1937 Cb oe ee ceccscescccses 
1938 eee cre cece cc essseses 
1939 Rilo sivle 016. viaieeisleieies oi 
1940 niere olvieie\s 6 cwie ole eralers| ols 
1941 Siele alelole 60 elsie ei sieistels\ «ici 


TABLE 7, - REMARRIAGES OF DIVORCED PERSONS CLASSIFIED ACCORDING TO THE MARITAL STATUS 
OF BOTH CONTRACTING PARTIES, IW CANADA, BY PROVINCES, 1937 - 41. 


Nova vert] Be] Be British 
=o Ontario toba | chewan Alberta Columbia 


Marriages between - CANADA 


Bachelors and divorced 
women 
: POST ais 5 sc 38 46 64 32 177 
IGO EE cree s'e.6 33 31 76 35 216 
TS bl bee ae 49 64 74 52 276 
WO4O Mees ts 41 18 114 46 341 
alee Ol TFOSOG 65 20 101 48 368 
Widowers and divorced 
women 
OST raise ores 9 28 ala 11 38 
POSS vaicsec0's 13 15 13 9 33 
POS9) icin 3 6 5 22 13 11 36 
LOAO ae crclsjs 0.6 16 13 16 12 65 
ity SS aes 13 20 23 7 70 
Divorced men and 
spinstere 
IGT | seleloie.é © 52 104 109 60 191 
ISS. Dieteten.s-« 81 75 87 55 221 
1939 Ata. 77 97 113 57 230 
EOGAO! Silas. 78 34 120 75 301 
LOA) hes es 69 47 147 70 333 
Divorced men and 
widows 
LOOe. owes «6 ? 13 15 3 22 
TOSS vest ce 4 4 15 4 28 
ic be RS el 8 8 11 6 30 
IA oh vee. ll 4 17 5 48 
Vc) S Gee SS ee 8 16 23 7 67 
Divorced men and 
divorced. women 
TIS? secs ee 12 10 10 2 58 
LIC ae 11 ill 18 3 56 
DOSS Mion <0. 15 15 15 11 62 
LUA) OD veleve 646 5 10 15 5 94 
ESAs sitie «-« 16 11 21 4 99 
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TABLE 8, - NUMBER OF MARRIAGES AND DISSOLUTIONS OF MARRIAGE IN CANADA AND CERTAIN OTHER COUNTRIES, 
1916 - 4. 


Year CANADA United States England Australia New Zealand Scotland Sweden 
and Wales 


Rumber of Marriages 


1916 65,000 (1) 279, 846 35, 024 
1917 60,000 (1) 258,855 35, 524 
1918 55,000 (1) 287,163 38, 645 
1919 70,000 (1) | 369, 411 40, 289 
1920 379, 982 42,918 
1921 320, 852 39,550 
1922 299, 524 36, 806 
1923 292, 408 37,829 
1924 296,416 37, 385 
1925 295, 689 37,419 
1926 279, 860 38, 268 
1927 308, 370 38,999 
1928 303, 228 40, 507 
1929 »232, 313,316 41,719 
1930 1,126,856 315,109 43, 858 
1931 1,060,914 311,847 42, 908 
1932 981, 903 307,184 41,673 
1933 1,098,000 (1) 318,191 43,437 | 
~ + 1934 | 1,302,000 (1) 342,307 48,095 
1935 | 1,327,000 (1) 349, 536 51, 306 
1936 | 1,369,000 (1) 354, 644 53, 276 
1937 1,438,000 (1) 359, 160 55, 606 
1938 1,319,000 (1) 361, 768 56,725 (2) 
1939 | 1,375,000 (1) 439, 694. 60,147 (2) 
1940 1,565,000 (1) 470,549 (2) 
1941 387,510 (2) 
Wy Number of Dissolutions of Marriage 
114,000 (1) 990 772 
121,564 (1) 703 1,043 
116, 254 (1) p bee 1,098 
141,527 (1) 1,654 1,204 
170,505 (1) 3,090 1,325 
159,580 (1) 3,522 1,444 
148,815 2,588 1,473 
165,096 2, 667 1,531 
170, 952 2, 286 1,634 
175,449 2, 605 1, 748 
180,853 2, 622 1, 780 
192, 037 3,190 1,973 
195,939 4,018 2,141 
201,468 3, 396 2,188 
191,591 3, 563 2,218 
183, 664 3, 764 2,344 
160,338 3,894 2,384 
165,000 (1) 4,042 2, 558 
204,000 (1) 4, 287 2,737 
218,000 (1) 4,069 2, 718 
236,000 (1) 4,057 2,848 
249,000 (1) 4, 886 3,128 
244,000 (1) 6, 250 3,461 (2) 
251,000 (1) 6,332 3,541 (2) 


264,000 (1) 5,887 


(1) Botimated. 
(2) Preliminary figures. 
(3) Wigures for England and Wales and Sweden include annulments, | 
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TABLE 9. - PERCENTAGE OF DISSOLUTIONS OF MARRIAGE TO MARRIAGES IN CANADA AND CERTAIN OTHER COUNTRIES, 


1916 = 41. 

England 
Year CANADA United States Australia New Zealand Scotland Sweden 

and Wales se 
1916 10 10.60 0.35 1,53 2.41 0.85 2,20 
1917 og 10.62 0.27 1.94 3.41 0.98 2.94 
1918 21 11.62 0,39 2.05 3.20 1,40 2,84 
1919 53 12.30 0.45 mele, 3,53 1.88 2.99 
1920 58 13.38 0.81 2.28 3,85 1.66 3.09 
1921 80 13.71 1.19 3.16 4,80 1,27 3.65 
1922 84 13.12 0.86 2.96 5.46 aes 4.00 
1923 76 13.42 0.91 3.28 5.18 1,03 4.05 
1924 83 14.43 0.77 3.33 5.13 1.35 4,37 
1925 85 14.76 0.88 3.93 5.87 1.39 4.67 
1926 91 15.04 0,94 3,41 5.75 1.36 4,65 
1927 15.99 1,03 3,87 Belo 1.46 5,06 
1928 16.57 1.33 3.76 5.43 1.53 5.29 
1929 16.35 1.08 4.29 5.79 1.57 5.24 
1930 17.00 1.13 4.12 5.86 1,41 5,06 
1931 17,31 1.al 4.98 6.92 5.48 
1932 16.33 1.27 . 3.85 6.18 5.72 
1933 15.03 1.27 4,18 6.17 5.89 
1934 15.67 1.25 4.43 6.07 5.69 
1935 16.43 -4- 1.16 4.165 5.36 §.30 
1936 17.24 1,14 a. 23 6.15 §.35 
1937 17.32 1.36 4,64 6.38 §.63 
1938 18.50 1.73 4,93 6,85 6.10 
1939 18,25 1.44 4.89 6.03 5,89 
1940 16.87 1.25 6,07 
1941 1,41 


TABLE 10, - DISSOLUTION OF MARRIAGE RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION IN CANADA ABD 
CERTAIN OTHER COUNTRIES, 1916 ~ 41. 


1916 0.8 2.9 12.5 
1917 0.7 2.1 13.1 
1918 1.4 3.3 13.4 
1919 4,5 4.7 16.6 
1920 5.5 8.3 2.3 39.3 
1922 6.4 9.3 26.9 41.8 
1922 6.1 6.8 23.5 41.7 
1923 5.6 6.9 25.4 41.0 
1924 5.9 5.9 26.0 40.6 
1925 5.9 6.7 30.7 46.1 
1926 6.4 6.7 26.6 45.4 
1927 7.8 sal 30.4 39.3 
1928 8.0 10.2 28.8 41.2 i 35.1 
1929 8.2 8.6 31.6 45,2 1 35.8 
1930 8.6 9.0 27.4 43.6 36.2 
1931 6.8 9.4 29.6 41.0 1 38,1 
1932 9.6 9.7 25.4 42.1 1 38.6 
1933 8.7 10.0 29,2 44.3 1 41.8 
1934 10,4 10.6 24,0 46.4 44.0 
1935 13,1 10.0 34.9 44.1 1 43.6 
1936 14,3 9.9 36.5 56.9 45.5 
1937 16.5 11.9 40,2 60.9 49.8 
1938 19.9 15.2 44.4 69.1 55.0 (1) 
1939 18.3 15.3 44.9 67.0 56.0 (1) 
1940 20.8 14.2 68,5 
1941 21.4 13.2 


(1) Preliminary figures. 
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INTRODUCTION 
Source of divorce material in Canada 


The material for this report, which is limited to a mere count by sex of the dissolutions and 
nullities of marriage granted, is supplied annually to the Vital Statistics Branch of the Dominion Bureau 
of Statistics through the courtesy of the provincial authorities charged with the registration of divorces, 
while the figures for Prince Edward Island and Quebec are supplied through the courtesy of the Clerk of the 
Divorce Committee of the Senate of Canada. The figures for the years 1920 to 1940 have been revised through 
the cooperation of the above registration officials and show the number of absolute decrees granted each 
year. ‘ 


Annulments have been eliminated, where possible, but for those provinces where it was not possible 
to make a complete elimination they constitute a very negligible proportion of the total. Plans are being 
fermulated to discuss with the provinces and the Clerk of the Divorce Committee of the Senate, the adoption 
of a comprehensive Standard Divorce Report Form for Canada. Data regarding divorce laws in the provinces of 
Canada and other countries have been omitted from the present report, as more complete information required 
for this revision is not available at the present time. The unrevised material, however, may be obtained 
from the introduction to the "Annual Report on Dissolutions of Marriage for 1942", 


Population 


The population figures shown in Table 1 have been used in the computation of rates in this report. 
Populations for 1921, 1931 and 1941 are census figures, those for Manitoba, Saskatchewan and Alberta for 1926 
and 1936 are based on the census of the Prairie Provinces and remaining figures are estimates to the nearest 
thousand. 


Divorces granted in 1943 


There were 3,263 divorces granted in Canada in the calendar year 1943 - 3,171 being granted by 
the courts of seven provinces, while 90 were granted by the Dominion Parliament to petitioners whose legal 
domicile was in the Province of Quebec and 2 in Prince Edward Island. As compared with the figures for 1942, 
divorces in Canada in 1943 increased by 174, or 5.6 per cent. All provinces with the exception of Prince 
Edward Island, Manitoba and Saskatchewan recorded significant increases over the preceding year. In Ontario 
the increase was 58; in British Columbia, 53; in New Brunswick, 45; in Alberta, 38; in Quebec, 19; Nova 
Scotia with an increase of 3. The annual distribution of dissolutions of marriages in Canada by provinces 
from 1918 to 1943, inclusive, is given in Table 2. 


Population rates. - Table 3 shows the divorce rates per 100,000 population in Canada by provinces from 1918 
to 1943. The figures reveal that upon the basis of the number of divorces granted to the total population 
the rate per 100,000 has steadily increased. In 1918 the rate was 1.4; by 1926 it was 6.4; by 1930 it had 
risen to 8.6 and in 1936 it reached 14.4. In 1940 the rate was 20.8; in 1941 it was 21.4; in 1942 it was 
26.5 and in 1943 it increased to 27.7. During the twenty-five year period there was but one marked halt in 
the general upward trend, i.e., in 1931 when the rate @ropped to 6.8 from the 1930 figure of 8.6, but in 
1932 the rate rose again to 9.6. 


Considering the provinces individually, British Columbia has always maintained by far the highest 
divorce rate in Canada. In 1918, the rate stood at 13.7; by 1926 it had risen to 27.6 and to 37.7 in 1930. 
The upward trend stopped in 1931 when the rate dropped to 30.0, but in 1952 the upward trend was resumed with 
the rate increasing to 34.7, and by 1940 had risen to 83.7 per 100,000 population. There was, however, a 
definite halt in the trend for 1941 when the rate dropped to 74.5, but in 1942 it had risen again to 94.7 and 
the 1943 rate, highest on record, stood at 97.4, 


Discounting Prince Edward Island, the province of Quebec has the lowest provincial divorce rate 
in Canada. The general trend has been slightly upward from 0.1 per 100,000 population in 1918 to 1.9 in 1940, 
During the review period there has been a number of minor fluctuations with a peak of 2.6 in 1938. In 1943 
the Quebec rate stood at 2.6. It must be remembered, however, that the basis for the granting of divorce 
decrees in Quebec is not strictly comparable with the rest of Canada, i 


Sex_of Applicants. - Divorce statistics in Canada until 1924 were at variance with those of most other 
countries by revealing that a majority of the decrees of dissolution of marriage were granted on the petition 
of the husband, In that year 51.2 per cent of the decrees were granted to wives, but in 1925 the majority of 
successful petitioners again swung in favour of the husbands with 50.6 per cent. From 1926 to 1935 between 
50 and 60 per cent of the decrees were granted to wives, while after 1934 the proportion increased steadily 
to 63.2 per cent in 1940 but dropped to 62.6 per cent in 1941 and 62.0 and 59.5 respectively in 1942 and 1943. 
In New Zealand between 50 and 60 per cent of the decrees granted between 1928 and 1941 were to wives. 


males for every 1,000 granted to females in Canada by provinces, from 1938 to 1943. 


Divorced Persons in the Population. = The number of divorcsd persons in the Dominion as enumerated at the 
Census of 1921 was 3,647 males and 3,726 females or 0.08 per cent and 0.09 per cent of the total population 
for each sex, while in 1931, the figures were recorded as 4,027 and 3,386 or 0.08 per cent and 0.07 per cent, 
respectively. At the Census of 1941 there were 6,546 divorced males and 7,460 divorced females enumerated, 
showing a percentage of, 0.11 and 0.13, respectively, of the total male and female population of Canada. 


Table 6 shows the distribution of divorced persons in Canada by provinces as enumerated at the 
Censuses of 1921, 1931 and 1941, together with the percentage distribution by sex of each group to the total 
population. The figures show that British Columbia had the highest provincial rate of divorced persons in 
the population. In 1921 there were 547 divorced males or 0.19 per cent; in 1931 there were 921 or 0.24 per 
cent and in 1941 there were 1,547 or 0.36 per cent. Divorced females numbered 483 or 0.21 per cent in 1921; - 
731 or 0.24 per cent in 1931 and 1,718 or 0.45 per cent in 1941. The figures reveal that the province of 
Quebec had the lowest percentage of divorced persons in Canada at all three censuses with 603 divorced males 
or 0,05 per cent in 1921; 345 or 0.02 per cent in 1931 and 500 or 0.03 per cent in 1941. Divorced females 
in 1921 numbered 758 or 0.06 per cent; in 1931 they numbered 405 or 0.03 per cent and in 1941 there were 646 
or 0,04 per cent. The above figures give the marital status of divorced persons at the time of the Census; 
persons who had previously divorced but remarried prior to the Census are enumerated as married. 


Remarriage of Divorced Persons. - The number of divorced persons remarrying each year by sex from 1926 to 
1943 is shown in lable 7. The figures indicate that the number of remarriages is increasing with the number 
of divorces granted. It will be seen also that except for the years 1926 and 1942 the rate of remarriage for 
divorced females is consistently lower than for divorced males. The percentage increase over the eighteen 
year period 1926 to 1943 was 196.7 and 177.3 respectively. 


In Table 8 is shown the marital status of the contracting parties in Canadian marriages where 
either or both was a divorced person prior to the marriage. The provincial distribution is given from 1938 
to 1943. Previous to 1942 and in 1943, the figures reveal that marriages of divorced men to spinsters were 
by far the more numerous, and that in point of numbers the marriages of divorced women to bachelors come 
second. In 1942 these two groups reversed order in point of numeral frequency of remarriage. In this 
connection, however, the fairer sex appear to be catching up with their ex-partners for in 1938 the first 
named group accounted for 40.6 per cent of the persons remarried against 32.9 per cent, while in 1942 the 
percentages had changed to 36.0 and 36.4. The percentages in 1943 were 35.7 and 34.3. The lowest frequency 
of remarriage was between divorced men and widows. These trends were fairly consistent as between provinces, 
with British Columbia far in the lead with a total of 610 divorced persons remarried in 1938 as against 
1,257 in 1943; Alberta was second with 286 and 513 while New Brunswick was lowest with 68 and 117 respectively. 


Comparisons with other countries 


Marriages and Divorces. = In Table 9 are shown figures for marriages and divorces in Canada, in comparison 

with England and Wales, Scotland, Australia, New Zealand, the United States and Sweden for the years 1916 to 
1943, Complete statistics of divorces granted in the United States have not been collected since 1932. The 
United States Bureau of the Census estimated and published the number of divorces annually from 1916 to 1921 
and 1933 to 1940(1), ‘The estimates were based on the returns of a national survey of all divorce recording 

offices in the forty-eight states. : 


Percentage of Divorces to Marriages. ~ The figures in Table 10 reveal that in Uanada the percentage of 
divorces to marriages in each year has increased from 0.10 in 1916 to 2.94 in 1943. In England and Wales 
the percentage of divorces to marriages has increased from 0.35 in 1916 to 1.41 in 1941, in Scotland from 
0.85 to 1.6, in New Zealand from 2.41 to 7.18 during the same period. In 1916 in the United States, the 
annual percentage of divorces to marriages was 10.6 and by 1940 the percentage had increased to 16.87. 
Australia showed an increase of from 1.53 in 1916 to 4.89 in 1939 and Sweden from 2.2 to 5.89, respectively. 


The upward trend in all seven countries has been maintained fairly steadily since 1916 with a 
few minor fluctuations, 


Population Rates. - Table 11 gives the divorce rates per 100,000 population for the above countries. The 
rate for Canada rose steadily from 0.8 in 1916 to 27.7 in 1943. In England and Wales the rate in 1916 was 
2.9 and by 1941 it had increased to 13.2; in New Zealand from 18.0 to 62.1 and in Scotland from 5.6 to 15.2. 
The increase in the United States was from 111.8 in 1916 to 200.5 in 1940. The Australian rates were 12.5 
in 1916 and 44.9 in 1939 while the rates for Sweden ranged from a low of 13.5 in 1916 to 56.0 in 1939, the 
latest year for which these figures are available, As might be expected there has been some variation in 
the rates for each country, but nevertheless the trend has been steadily upward. 


(1) Estimated number of divorces by state; United States, 1937-1940. Vital Statistics - Special Reports, 
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TABLE 1, - POPULATION BY PROVINCES, 1916 - 43. 


TaBLoAU 1. - POPULATION PAR PROVINCE, 1916 - 43. 


1916 505,000 | 368,000] 2,154,000] 2,713,000 | 554,000 | 648,000| 496,000 | 456,000 
1917 503,000 | 368,000 | 2,169,000} 2,724,000 | 558,000 | 662,000] 508,000 | 464,000 
® 1918 502,000 | 369,000 | 2,191,000 | 2,744,000 | 565,000 | 678,000] 522,000 | 474,000 
I 1919 507,000 | 373,000 | 2,234,000 | 2,789,000 | 577,000 | 700,000] 541,000 | 488,000 
1920 516,000 | 381,000 | 2,299,000 | 2,863,000 | 594,000 | 729,000]. 565,000 | 507,000 
B® 1922 523,837 | 387,876 | 2,361,199 | 2,933,662 | 610,118 | 757,510] 598,494 | 524,582 
m 1922 522,000 | 389,000 | 2,409,000 | 2,980,000 | 616,000 | 769,000] 592,000 | 541,000 
= 1923 518,000 | 389,000 | 2,446,000 | 3,013,000 | 619,000 | 778,000} 593,000 | 555,000 
m 1924 516,000 | 391,000 | 2,495,000 | 3,059,000 | 625,000 | 791,000] 597,000 | 571,000 
— 1925 515,000 | 393,000 | 2,549,000 | 3,111,000 | 632,000 | 806,000] 602,000 | 588,000 
S 1926 515,000 | 396,000 | 2,603,000 | 3,164,000 | 639,000 | 821,000] 608,000 | 606,000 
-—«-1927 | 9,624,000 515,000 | 398,000 | 2,657,000 | 3,219,000 | 651,000 | 841,000] 633,000 | 623,000 

1928 | 9,822,000 515,000 | 401,000 | 2,715,000 | 3,278,000 | 664,000 | 862,000] 658,000 | 641,000 

1929 | 10,018,000 515,000 | 404,000 | 2,772,000 | 3,334,000 | 677,000 | 883,000] 684,000 | 659,000 

1930 | 10,195,000 514,000 | 406,000 | 2,825,000 | 3,386,000 | 689,000 | 903,000] 708,000 | 676,000 

1931 | 10,362,833 512,846 | 408,219 | 2,874,255 | 3,431,685 | 700,139 | 921,785 | 731,605 | 694,263 

1932 | 10,496,000 519,000 | 414,000 | 2,925,000 | 3,473,000 | 705,000 | 924,000] 740,000 | 707,000 

1933 | 10,619,000 525,000 | 419,000 | 2,972,000 | 3,512,000 | 708,000 | 926,000] 750,000 | 717,000 

1934 | 10,727,000 531,000 | 423,000 | 3,016,000 | 3,544,000 | 709,000 | 928,000] 758,000 | 727,000 

1935 | 10,829,000 536,000 | 428,000 | 3,057,000 | 3,575,000 | 710,000 | 930,000] 765,000 | 736,000 

1936 | 10,934,000 543,000 | 433,000 | 3,099,000 | 3,606,000 | 711,000 | 931,000] 773,000 | 745,000 

1937 | 11,029,000 549,000 | 437,000 | 3,141,000 | 3,637,000 | 715,000 | 922,000] 776,000 | 759,000 

1938 | 11,136,000 555,000 | 442,000 | 3,183,000 | 3,672,000 | 720,000 | 914,000] 781,000 | 775,000 

1939 | 11,250,000 561,000 | 447,000 | 3,230,000 } 3,708,000 | 726,000 | 906,000] 786,000 | 792,000 

1940 | 11,364,000 569,000 | 452,000 | 3,278,000 | 3,747,000 | 728,000 | 900,000] 790,000 | 805,000 

1941 | 11,489,713 577,962 | 457,401 | 3,331,882 | 3,787,655 | 729,744 | 895,992 | 796,169 | 817,861 

1942 | 11,637,000 591,000 | 464,000 | 3,390,000 | 3,884,000 | 724,000 | 848,000] 776,000 | 870,000 

11, 795, 000 607,000 | 463,000 | 3,457,000 | 3;917,000 | 726,000 | 842,000] 792,000 | 900,000 


TABLE 2, - DISSOLUTIONS OF MARRIAGE IN CANADA, BY PROVINCHS, 1918 - 43. 


TABLEAU 2, = DISSOLUTIONS DE MARIAGE AU CANADA, PAR PROVINCE, 1918 - 43, 
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TABLE 3. = ANNUAL RATES OF DISSOLUTIONS OF MARRIAGE PER 100,000 POPULATION 


IN CANADA, BY PROVINCES, 1918 - 43 ’ 


TABLEAU 3, =— TAUX ANNUELS DE DISSOLUTIONS DE MARIAGE PAR 100,000 DE POPULATION 


AU CANADA, PAR PROVINCE, 1918 - 43 
CANADA 


ela aletas ens nenen ea Dnesnee y 


frets] ome. | oma | ee | ome | tens | seeks | ates 


1918 1.4 4.8 2e7 O.1 0.4 - 0.1 0.4 13.7 
1919 4.5 ak 3.5 0.2 1.6 15.3 0.4 6.7 30.1 
1920 3-5 8.7 3.9 0.4 3.1 71 2.7 19.8 26.8 
1921 6.4 7.8 3.4 0.4 5.3 20.0 7.8 15.1 24.4 
1922 6.1 6.7 3.1 0.2 3.1 15.7 4.6 21.8 25.9 
1923 5.6 4.2 4.9 0.4 35.4 13.1 5.7 14.8 25.0 
1924 5.9 8.1 3.8 0.5 3.7 12.5 3.35 19.8 23.8 
1925 5.9 5.8 3.8 0.5 3.8 12.5 5.35 16.8 25.5 
1926 6.4 5.7 3.0 0.4 3.5 13.3 6.1 25.3 27.6 
1927 7.8 5.6 4.3 0.5 5.6 15.5 7.4 23.4 31.6 
1928 8.0 5.4 3.2 0.9 6.5 11.9 6.6 26.3 31.7 
1929 8.2 5.8 5.2 ileal 6.2 13.1 8.0 21.5 33.7 
1930 8.6 3.7 6.7 1.5 6.0 16.5 7.1 21.3 37.7 
1931 6.8 7.0 4.9 1.3 267 13.4 6.0 21.4 30.0 
1932 9.6 6.7 6.35 0.9 9.9 16.2 Uae 20.3 54.7 
1933 8.8 5.1 2.9 0.8 8.7 16.4 5.2 18.4 36.0 
1934 10.5 6.2 4.0 1.3 10.3 762 22.4 42,1 
1935 13.2 9.7 8.4 0.9 13.7 7.3 29.4 52.2° 
1936 14.4 7.6 8.8 1.3 14.4 9.0 60.5 
1937 16.6 6.6 12.1 1.4 16.7 12.1 68.5 
1938 20.0 9.2 8.8 2.6 22.4 13.8 80.6 
1939 18.4 11.4 8.9 1.5 20.1 14.7 7304 
1940 20.8 10.5 aa Is) 9 04 13.9 83.7 
1941 21.4 11.8 19.0 1.4 16.35 74.5 
1942 26.5 11.8 14.9 2.1 24.6 94.7 
1943 27.7 12.0 24.6 2.6 20.7 97.4 


TABLE 4, - DISSOLUTIONS OF MARRIAGE CLASSIFIED ACCORDING TO SEX IN CANADA, BY PROVINCES, 1948 - 43, 


\ 
TABLEAU 4,-— DISSOLUTIONS DE MARIAGE D'APRES LE SEXE, AU CANADA, PAR PROVINCE, 1938 - 43. 


To Husbands -— 


Aux époux 1938 234 
1939 nde 
1940 222 
1941 214 
1942 314 
1943 355 
To Wives = 


Aux épouses 
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TABLE 5. - RATIO OF DISSOLUTIONS OF MARQLAGE GRANTED TO MALKS TO EVERY 1,000 GRANTED TO FEMALES 
IN CANADA, BY PROVINCES, 1938 - 43 
/ / 


TABLEAU 5. - PROPORTION DE DISSOLUTIONS DE MARTAGE aCUORDEES AUX HOMMES POUR CHAQUE 1,000 ACCORDEES 
AUX FEMMES AU CANADA, PAR PROVINCE, 1938 - 43 


TABLE 6, = DIVORCED PERSONS IN THE POPULATION OF CANADA, BY PROVINCES AS ENUMSRATED 
AT_IHE CENSUSES OF 1921, 1931 AND 1941. 
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TABLEAU 6. - DIVORCES AU CANADA, PAR PROVINCE, D'APRES LES RECENSEMENTS DE 1921, 1931 ET 1941. 
Number of Divorced Persons by Sex Per cent of Population by Sex 
Nombre de divorcés par sexe Pour cent de la population par sexe 

reat | ae ee eee 

Hommes Femmes Hommes Femmes 
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Provinces 


Prince Edward Island 
Nova Scotia ...cccec 
New Brunswick ...... 
quebec ee ee 
OHGATION civisews owes ee 
MENILODE socccccec ces 
Saskatchewan ...eeee 
Alberta eeocescceccee 
British Columbia ... 
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CANADA eccccccce 
1/ Figures include legal separations. - les chiffres ee les seats légales. 


TABLE 7. - REMARRIAGES OF DIVORCED PERSONS, BY SEX, IN CANADA, 1926 - 43. 


7 
TABLEAU 7. — REMARIAGES DES PERSONNES DIVORCEES, PAR SEXE, CANADA, 1926 - 43. 


1926 CCCCCHC CHOSE EEE ESE OHOEEHE 


1927 eeseeeceeereseeeeeeoserseses 521 
1928 eC CC CHOOSES ESTES OOT EST EEEEOEE 739 
1929 eeeeeeseresseeeoreereseeeoe 703 
1930 CCeeeeoseeoeeeeeeeseeeeeee 668 
1931 eeeeeereeereoeeeeseoeeeseoe 589 
1932 @eoeeeeereeseeoeeeseoeeeeee 579 
1933 eeeeeeroeeeoseeereoeoesenee 606 
1934 eeeeeeseesreseseoeeeseoesee 660 
1935 CCPC OT OSES EH ESHEEEEEE 696 
1936 eee eeeeeeeeseeseeeeeeeee 727 
1937 eee eoerererreeeeeeeeseeeeee 731 
1938 CCHS H HEHE SESE HEHOEHEEEE 789 
1939 Cees eeeeeeeeeeoeeeeeeese 973 
1940 CeCe eeeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeee 1,136 
1941 eee ereeeeeeesesereeeeeee 1,213 
1942 eeoeeeeoesereeereseeeeseses 1,489 


1943 COCO TOESTEHOOTEEESEHEEEE 
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TABLE 8, - REMARRIAGES OF DIVORCED PERSONS CLASSIFIED ACCORDING TO THE MARITAL STATUS 
OF BOTH CONTRACTING PARTIES, IN CANADA, BY PROVINCES, 1938 — 43. 
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TABLEAU 8, =- REMARIAGES DES PERSONNES DIVORCEES CLASSIFIES SELON L'ETAT CONJUGAL 
DES DEUX PARTIES CONTRACTANTES, CANADA, PAR PROVINCE, 1938 - 43. 


Marriages between 


oe Boece 
Mariage entre 
Bachelors and divorced 
women — Célibataires 
et divorcées 
W9SS es erereetevele 216 
OS 9esiactels-cte 276 
TORO ea dice 341 
1040 pucaue cs 368 
1942 2ee0 bs 482 
TOG5 ce tee 446 
Widowers and divorced 
women - Veufs et 
divoreées 
LISS eveleiarelsles 33 
VOB ON sieietelels 36 
LOA mato ecto sts 65 
GAT Fo 6 sisters s 70 
OSE a sterarcteiee 74 
OGG Si croretsiciers 64 
Divorced men and 
spinsters - Divorcés 
et célibataires 
RIGO eeielsieteielele 221 
UDO Meterelecverels 230 
tO LOW vieisieieie.e' 301 
LO ee ay stave ores 333 
NGA eM aeveicielereie 400 - 
LOSS coeisies cleo 389 
Divorced men and 
widows — Divorcés 
et veuves 
1938 COE MEE EO a 28 
NOS Oe ecresre cis 30 
LIAO \ Nelevere sieie 48 
OA UP retels ee lsie 67- 
UGA Naieleie(s cles 66 
OAS Walser clelsie 78 
Divorced men and divorced 
women - Divorcés et 
divoreées . 
OSS Sevalele else's 4 56 
ROSIE selgte sielere 3 62 
LOLOT itexcieietelets 3 94 
TOG tototetels ee 6 99 
MOMS Matetelesete tere 5) 120 
TOA Sw alateterstelete 8 130 
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TABLE 9, — NUMBER OF MARRIAGES AND DISSOLUTIONS OF MARRIAGE IN CANADA AND CERTAIN OTHER COUNTRIES, 1916 - 43, 


TABLEAU 9. - NOMBRE DE MAREAGES ELT DISSOLUTIONS DE MARIAGE AU CANADA ET DANS CERTAINS AUTRES PAYS, 1916 - 43. 


Scotland 


Ecosse 


New Zealand 


Nouvelle-Zélande 


Australia 


Australie 


England & Wales 


Angleterre et 
pays de Galles 


Number of Marriages 


United States 
/ ~~ 
Etats-Unis 


Nombre de mariages 


1916 65,000 (1) 279,846 40, 289 

1917 60,000 (1) 258,855 33, 666 

1918 55,000 (1) 287,163 33,141 

1919 70,000 (1) 369,411 40,540 

1920 80, 931 379, 982 Bi ,aoe 

1921 69,732 320,852 46,869 

1922 64,420 299,524 44,731 

1923 66,463 292,408 44,541 

1924 65,129 296,416 45,869 

1925 64,644 295,689 46,899 

1926 66,658 279,860 47,865 

1927 69,515 308, 370 49,033 

1928 74,311 303,228 48,593 
- 1929 77, 288 313, 316 47,500 

1930 71,657 315,109 43,255 

1931 66,591 311,847 38,882 

1932 62,531 981,903 307,184 43,634 

1933 63,865 1,098,000 (1) 318,191 46,595 
1934 73,092 1,302,000 (1) 342,307 51,465 

1935 76,893 So 7000) (1s) 349,536 56,826 

1936 80, 904 1,369,000 (1) 354, 644 58,709 

1937 87,800 1,438,000 (1) 359,160 59,448 

1938 88,438 1,319,000 (1) 361, 768 62,411 

1939 103,658 1,575,000 (1) 439,694 64,249 

1940 123,318 1,565,000 (1) 470,549 (2) 77,889 

1941 121,842 1,679,000 (1) 387,510 (2) 75,148 

1942 127,372 86, 060 

1943 —:110,937 : 

Number of Dissolutions of Marriage (3) 
Nombre de dissolutions de mariage (3) 

1916 67 114, 000 267 
1917 54 121,564 297 
1918 | 114 116,254 485 
1919 373 141,527 829 
1920 468 170,505 776 
1921 558 159,580 500 
1922 343 148,815 382 
1923 505 165, 096 363 
1924 540 170,952 438 
1925 550 175,449 451 
1926 608 180,853 425 
1927 748 192,037 474 
1928 790 195,939 504 
1929 817 201,468 519 
1930 875 191,591 469 
1931 700 183,664 569 
1932 1,006 160,338 488 
1933 9350 165, 000 510 
1934 1,122 204, 000 468 
1935 1,451 218,000 498 
1936 1,570 236, 000 642 
1937 1,832 249, 000 649 
1938 2,226 244,000 788 
1939 2,068 251, 000 879 
1940 2,369 264, 000 740 
1941 2,461 765 
1942 3,089 1,021 
1943 3,263 


1) Estimated. - Chiffres estimatifs. 
(2) Preliminary figures. - Données préliminaires. 
(3) 


Sweden 


Suéde 


35, 024 
35,524 
38,645 
40, 289 
42,918 
39,550 
36,806 
37,829 
37, 385 
37,419 
38,268 
38, 999 
40,507 
41,719 
43,858 
42,908 
41,673 
43,437 
48,095 
51,306 
53, 276 
55, 606 
56, 72002) 
60,147 (2) 


772 
1,043 
1, 098 
1,204 
1,325 
1,444 
1,473 
Sus/syenl 
1,634 
1,748 
1,780 
1,973 
2,141 
2,188 
2,218 
2,344 
2,384 
2,558 
Bete 
2,718 
2,848 
3,128 
3,461 (2) 
3,541 (2) 


Figures for England and Wales and Sweden include annulments. - Les chiffres pour l'Angleterre, 


le pays de Galles et la Suéde comprennent les annulations, 
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TABLE 10. — PERCENTAGE OF DISSOLUTIONS OF MARRIAGE TO MARRIAGES IN CANADA AND CERTAIN OTHER COUNTRIES, 1916 = 43. 


TABLEAU 10, — POURCENTAGE DE DISSOLUTIONS DE MARIAGE EN REGARD DE TOUS LES MARIAGES, CANADA ET CERTAINS AUTRES 


PAYS, 1916 - 43. 


United States England & Wales Australia New Zealand Sweden 


Etats-Unis Angleterre et Austra lie Nouvelle-Zélande Suéde 
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TABLE 11, - DISSOLUTION OF MARRIAGE RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION IN CANADA AND CERTAIN OTHER COUNTRIES 


1916 - 43. 
TABLEAU 11, - TAUX DE DISSOLUTION DE MARIAGE PAR 100,000 DE POPULATION, CANADA, ET CERTAINS AUTRES PAYS 
1916 - 43. 


Year United States | England & Wales Australia New Zealand Sweden 


? — 
Année Etats-Unis Angleterre et Australie Nouvelle-Zélande Suéde 
pays de Galles 


1916 0.8 5. 13.5 
1917 On? 6. 18.0 
1918 1.4 3.3 30. 18.9 
1919 4.5 4.7 7 20.7 
1920 5.5 8.3 16. 22.6 
1921 6.4 9.3 10. 24.4 | 
1922 Gad 6.8 es 24.7 
1923 5.6 6.9 72 25.5 
1924 5.9 5.9 9. 27 52: 
1925 5.9 6.7 9. 28.9 
1926 6.4 6.7 8. 29.4 
1927 7.8 8.1 32.4 
1928 8.0 10.2 al Sel 
1929 8.2 8.6 1 35.8 
1930 8.6 9.0 36.2 
1931 6.8 9.4 29.6 38.1 
1932 9.6 9.7 25.4 38.6 
1933 8.7 10.0 9.3 41.3 
1934 10.4 10.6 34.0 44,0 
1935 13.1 10.0 34.9 43.5 
1936 14,3 9.9 36.5 45.5 
1937 16.5 11.9 40.2 49.8 
1938 15.2 44.4 55.0 {2} 
1939 15.3 44.9 56.0 (1 
1940 14.2 

1941 13.2 

1942 

1943 


Preliminary figures. - Chiffres préliminaires. 
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INTRODUCTION 
Source des données sur le divorce au Canada. 


La matiére de ce rapport, limitée & un simple compte par sexe des dissolutions et annulations de 
mariage, est fournie chaque année 4 la Branche des Statistiques Vitales du Bureau Fédéral de la Statistique 
par les autorités provinciales chargées de l'enregistrement des divorces, tandis que les données de l'Ile du 
Frince-Zdouard et du .uébec sont fournies par le greffier du Comité du Divorce du Sénat canadien. Les 
données de 1920 & 1940 ont été revisées avec l'aide des préposés a l'enregistrement ci-dessus mentionnés et 
elles montrent le nombre de décrets absolus accordés chaaue année. Les annulations ont été éliminées dans 
la mesure du possible, mais pour ces provinces ot il a été impossible de faire une élimination compléte elles 
constituent une proportion trés négligeable du total. Des plans sont formulés pour discuter avec les provinces 
et le greffier du Comité du Divorce du Sénat de l'adoption d'une formule compréhensive et uniforme dans la 
déclaration des divorces au Canada. Les chiffres relatifs aux lois de divorce dans les provinces du Cenada 
et dans les autres pays ont été omis du présent rapport parce que les renseignements plus complets exigés par 
cette revision ne sont pas présentement disponibles. Les données revisées sont contenues cependant dans 
l'introduction du"Rapport annuel des dissolutions de mariages" de 1942, 


Population 


Les chiffres de la population donnés au tableau 1 ont été utilisés dans le calcul des taux conte- 
nus dans ce rapport. Les populations de 1921, 1931 et 1941 sont basées sur les chiffres de recensement; 
celles du Manitoba, de la Saskatchewan et de l'Alberta, en 1926 et 1956 sont basés sur le recensement des 
Frovinces des Prairies, et les autres chiffres sont des estimations au millier prés. 


Divorces accordés en 1943 


Ltannée civiie 1943, 3,263 divorces ont été accordés au Canada, dont 3,171 par les cours de sept 
provinces, 90 par le Parlement Fédéral & des demandeurs avec domicile légal dans le Québec, et 2 avec domicile 
dans 1'Ile du Prince-sdouard. Comparativement aux chiffres de 1942, les divorces au Canada en 1945 augmentent 
de 174 ou 5.6 pour cent. Toutes les provinces 4 l'exception de l'Ile du Prince-Edouard, du Manitoba et de 
Saskatchewan, accusent des augmentations significatives sur l'année précédente. En Ontario l'augmentation 
est de 58;,Colombie Britannique, 53; Nouveau-Brunswick, 45; Alberta, 38; Québec, 19 et les totaux de la 
Nouvelle-Ecosse augmentent de 3. La distribution annuelle des dissolutions de mariages au Canada, par pro- 
vince de 1918 4 1943 inclusivement, est donnée au tableau 2. 


Taux selon la population. - Le tableau 3 montre les taux de divorce par 100,000 de population au Canada, par 
province, de 1918 & 1943. Les chiffres révélent que sur la base du nombre de divorces accordés & la population 
totale le taux par 100,000 a continuellement augmenté. En 1918 le taux était de 1.4, en 1926 de 6.4, en 19350 
de 8.6 et en 1936 de 14.4, En 1940 le taux atteint 20.8, pour monter 4 21.4 en 1941 et 4 26.5 en 1942 et & 
27.7 en 1943, Au cours des derniers vingt-ecing ans il n'y a eu qu'un arrét marqué dans la tendance générale 

& la hausse, soit en 1931 alors que le taux est tombé 4 6.8 de 8.6 qu'il était en 1930, mais en 1932 il est 
remonté 4 9.6, 


Considérant les provinces individuellement, la Colombie Britannique a toujours maintenu le taux 
de divorce le plus élevé. ln 1918 le taux était de 13.7 pour monter 4 27.6 en 1926 et 37.7 en 1930. La ten- 
dance & la hausse s'est arrétée en 1931 et le taux est tombé & 30.0 pour remonter 4 34.7 en 1932; en 1940 le 
taux était de 83.7 par 100,000 de population. De nouveau en 1941 le taux tombe & 74.5 pour remonter a 94.7 
en 1942 et le taux de 1943, le plus haut niveau 4 date, est de 97.4. 


n / 
En dehors de 1'Ile du Prince-Edouard, la province de Québec accuse le taux de divorce le moins 
élevé au Canada. La tendance générale cependant a été légérement 4 la hausse, le taux de 0.1 par 100,000 
de population en 1918 passant & 1.9 en 1940. Au cours de la période sous revue il y a ev nombre de fluctua- 
tions mineures avec un sommet de 2.6 en 1938. En 1943 le taux du québec s'éléve 4 2.6. A se rappeler 
cependant que la base des octrois de divorces dans le Québec n'est pas strictement comparable avec le reste 
du Canada, 


Sexe des requéreurs. - Les statistiques du divorce au Canada jusqu'en 1924 varient avec celles de la plupart 
des autres pays en révélant que la majorité des décrets de dissolutions ont été accordés sur demande du mari. 
En cette derniére année 51.2 pour cent des décrets ont été accordés aux femmes, mais en 1925 les maris avec 
50.6 pour cent ont de nouveau obtenu la majorité des demandeurs heureux., De 1926 & 1943 entre 50 et 60 pour 
cent des décrets ont été accordés aux femmes, tandis qu'aprés 1934 la proportion a augmenté continuellement 
pour atteindre 63.2 pour cent en 1940 et tomber légérement & 62.6 pour cent en 1941 et 62,0 et 59.5 respective- 
ment en 1942 et 1943, En Nouvelle-Zélande, entre 50 et 60 pour cent des décrets accordés de 1928 4 1941 ont 
favorisé les femmes. 


Le tableau 4 montre la distribution provinciale des dissolutions de mariage de 1938 & 1943, selon 
le sexe des demandeurs, tandis que le tableau 5 montre la proportion des dissolutions de mariage accordés aux 
hommes pour chaque 1,000 dissolutions accordées aux femmes au Canada, par province, de 1938 & 1943, 
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Personnes divorecées dans la population. - Le nombre de personnes divoreées dans le Dominion d'taprés le re- 
censement de 1921, atteint 3,647 hommes et 3,726 femmes ou 0.08 pour cent et 0.09 pour cent de la population 
totale pour chaque sexe, tandis qu'en 1931 les chiffres étaient de 4,027 et 3,386 ou 0.08 et 0.07 pour cent 
respectivement. Au recensement de 1941 l'on compte 6,546 divorcés et 7,460 divorcées, soit des pourcentages 
respectifs de 0.11 et de 0.13 des populations totales, masculine et féminine, du Canada. 


Le tableau 6 montre la distribution des personnes divorcées au Canada, par province, d'aprés les 
recensements de 1921, 1931 et 1941, de méme que la distribution proportionnelle par sexe de chaque groupe de 
la population totale. Les chiffres révélent que la Colombie Britannique accuse le taux provincial le plus 
élevé de personnes divorcées. En 1921, il y avait 547 divoreés ou 0.19 pour cent; en 1931, 921 ou 0.24 pour 
cent; et en 1941, 1,547 ou 0.36 pour cent. Le nombre de divorcées atteint 483 ou 0.21 pour cent en 1921; 

731 ou 0,24 pour cent en 1931 et 1,718 ou 0.45 pour cent en 1941. Les chiffres révélent que la province de 
Québec a le plus faible pourcentage de divorcés au Canada aux trois recensements, soit 605 hommes (0.05 pour 
eent) et 758 femmes (0,06) en 1921, 345 hommes (0.02) et 405 (0.03) femmes en 1931 et 500 hommes (0.03) et 
646 (0.04) femmes en 1941, Les chiffres ci-dessus donnent l'état conjugal des personnes divorcées au temps 
du recensement; les personnes déj& divorcées mais remariées avant le recensement sont énumérés comme mariées, 


Remariage des personnes divoreées. - Le tableau 7 donne le nombre de personnes divorcées contractant un 
nouveau mariage, par sexe, chaque année de 1926 4 1943. Les chiffres indiquent que le nombre de remariages 
augmente avec le nombre de divorces. A remarquer également qu'aé l'exception des années 1926 et 1942 le taux 
de remariage chez les femmes divorcées est inférieur au taux correspondant chez les hommes divorcés. Les 
augmentations proportionnelles au cours de la période de dix-huit ans, 1926 a 1943, sont de 196.7 et 177.3 
respectivement. 


Le tableau 8 montre l'état conjugel des parties contractantes dans les mariages au Canada 1a ot 
l'une ou l'autre des parties est une personne divorcée. La distribution provinciale est donnée de 1938 4 
1943, Avant 1942 et en 1943, les chiffres montrent que les mariages de divorcés 4 des filles ‘célibataires 
sont de beaucoup Jes plus nombreux, tandis que les mariages de divorcées A des hommes célibataires viennent 
en second lieu. Le beau sexe semble cependant se reprendre sur leurs ex-conjoints; en effet, en 1938 le 
premier groupe mentionné comptait 40.6 pour cent des personnes remariées contre 32.9 pour cent pour le second 
groupe, tandis qu'ten 1942 ces pourcentages sont changés 4 36.0 et 36.4 respectivement. Les pourcentages pour 
1943 sont de 35.7 et 34.3. La fréquence la plus faible de remariage se rencontre entre les divorcés et les 
veuves. Ces tendances sont assez conséquentes entre les provinces, la Colombie Britannique venant en téte 
avec un total de 610 personnes divorcées remariées en 1938 contre 1,237 en 1943, 1'Alberta vient en second 
lieu avec 286 et 5135 respectivement, tandis que le Nouveau-Brunswick est en dernier lieu avec 68 et 117 
respectivement. 


Comparaisons avec les autres pays 


Mariages et divorces. - Le tableau 9 montre les données des mariages et divorces au Canada, les années 1916 

a 1942, comparativement aux données d'Angleterre et du pays de Galles, d'Ecosse, d'Australie, de Nouvelle- 
Zélande, des Etats-Unis et de Suéde. Des statistiques complétes sur les divorces accordés aux Etats-Unis 
ntont pas été colligées depuis 1932. Le Bureau du Recensement des Etats-Unis a estimé et publié le nombre 

de divorces chaque année de 1916 & 1921 et de 1933 4 1940(1). Les estimations ont été basées_sur les rapports 
d'un relevé national de tous les bureaux d'enregistrement de divorces dans les quarante-huit Etats. 


Pourcentage de divorces relativement aux mariages. - Les chiffres du tableau 10 montrent qu’au Canada le 


pourcentage de divorces relativement aux mariages chaque année augmente de 0.10 en 1916 & 2.94 en 1943, 

in Angleterre le pourcentage de divorces relativement aux mariages a augmenté de 0.35 en 1916 a 1.41 en 
1941; en Ecosse pour la meme période il est passé de 0.85 4 1.6 et en Nouvelle-Zélande, de 2.41 & 7.18. 
Aux Etats-Unis, le pourcentage annuel de divorces relativement aux mariages est de 10.6 en 1916; en 1940, 
il atteint 16.87. L'Australie accuse une augmentation de 1.53 en 1916 4 4.89 en 1939 et la Suéde passe de 
2.2 4 5.89 pour les memes années, : 


La tendance & la hausse dans les sept pays s'est assez bien maintenue depuis 1916 avec quelques 
fluctuations mineures, 
Taux de population. - Le tableau 11 donne les taux de divorce par 100,000 de population pour les pays 
ci-dessus mentionnés, Le taux pour le Canada augmente continuellement de 0.8 en 1916 & 27.7 en 1943. En 
Angleterre et au pays de Galles le taux passe de 2.9 en 1916 4 13.2 en 1941; la Nouvelle-Zélande montre une 
augmentation de 18,0 & 62.1 et 1l'Ecosse, de 5.6 4 15.2. L'augmentation aux Etats-Unis est de 111.8 en 1916 
a 200.5 en 1940, Les taux en Australie sont de 12.5 en 1916 et 44.9 en 1939, tandis que les taux pour la 
Suéde varient de 13.5 en 1916 & 56.0 en 1939, derniére année pour laquelle ces données sont disponibles. 
Comme l'on peut prévoir il y a eu des variations dans les taux pour chaque pays, mais néanmoins la tendance 
a toujours été a la hausse. 


f 
(1) Nombre estimatif de divorces par état, Etats-Unis, 1937-1940, Statistiques vitales - Rapports spéciaux, 
Vol. 15 page 193, 


Publié par ordre de 1'Hon. JAMES A. MACKINNON, M.P., 
Ministre du Commerce 
4 
BUREAU FEDERAL DE LA STATISTIQUE, OTTAWA, CANADA 


Division des Statistiques Vitales 


Statisticien du Dominion: S, Avecudmore, M.A.,(Oxon.), LL.D.(Tor.),F.5.S,,F RioeC. 
Chef, Statistiques Vitales: J. T. Marshall, F.A.P.H.A. 


RAPPORT ANNUEL SUR LES DISSOLUTIONS DE MARTAGE (DIVORCES) 
AU CANADA, 1943. 


\ 
TABLE DES MATIERES 


Page 

Introduction @eseeeeneeveeeoeeeecoeoe eet eeeoevneeveeooeeaeo ee eee eee eeeaeveee eee ees eoe ee 82ee ee @ 9 
TABLE AUX 
Tableau 1. Population par province, 1916 — 43 ...ccccccccccccccccccccccccce +) 
Tableau 2. Dissolutions de mariage, par province, 1918 - 43 ...cccccecccces 3 
Tableau 3. Taux annuels des dissolutions de mariage, par province, 
1918 - 43 eeeeeveoeoovoeeeaeeoeoeeoeeoeeeeaeeoeoeeeeeeoeveseeeeoeeseeoeeeeenee ee 4 
Tableau 4. Dissolutions de mariage d'aprés le sexe, par province, 
: 1938 - 43 @ecoveeoeveeveeveeveee 2 eee eGCeeveevevneeveesn eevee ee eeeeeeeeeeesde 4 
: 
Tableau 5. Proportion de dissolutions de mariage accordées aux hommes pour 
chaque 1,000 accordées aux femmes, par province, 1938 - 43... 5 
Tableau 6. Divorces au Canada, par province, 1921, 1931 et 1941 ...ccccccee 5 
‘Tableau 7. Remariages des personnes divorcées, par sexe, 1926 - 43 wecccoee 5 
Tableau 8. Remariages des personnes divorcées classifiés selon l'état 
conjugal des deux parties contractantes, Canada, par 
: province, iiss} es CSS e@eaneeeeeoeaeveeeeeoeeeneeeeeeeaeeeeeeeeeeoeeeee 6 
Be tea 9. Nombre de mariages et dissolutions de mariage au Canada et 
dans certains payS, 1916 — 43 ..ccccovccccccsccccccccvcccccccoes 7 
: 
Tableau 10. Pourcentage de dissolutions de mariage en regard de tous les 
marriages, Canada, et certains autres pays, 1916 - 45 ..ccooeee 8 


Tableau 11. Taux de dissolution de mariage par 100,000 de population, 
Canada, et certains autres payS, 1916 -— 43 cccceccccvevevcvcce 8 


aes on ~ 
ee ey 
eveGetie Te 7 = 
SR AN ARSE AT 8 EAN LE zs 
coe 
ae 
weld eases 
& 
ie 
Bt 
= 
“4 
t ~ 2 
* 
. 
‘ « 
P 2 
z ~ ‘ 
® =| 
eh i «yr 
’ ; . a 
“~~ 
y=: 


see enyaniee 
: : 


| a : 
; ' 
oat * 


aoa 


suQrrer ATS. nat gare GAaR Le 
_ esas amvortertarrs Bee showers 


teens seeing) crest mene ; : 


7. ae 
te > wv. 1 
%: © ek ee! 
Vs 
F 
‘ 
“ar 
| j 
‘ : ‘ 


eae an ag 


oe ) 


Publié par ordre de I'Hon. James A. MacKINNON, M.P. 
Ministre du Commerce. 
CANADA 
BUREAU FEDERAL DE LA STATISTIQUE 


BRANCHE DES STATISTIQUES VITALES 


RAPPORT ANNUEL 
sur 


LES DISSOLUTIONS DE MARIAGE 
(DIVORCES) 


au 
CANADA 


(Ne comprend pas le Yukon et les Territoires du Nord-Ouest) 


1943 


Prix, 25 eents 


as ££ 


Wey tow 


Ui 
s 


i, ‘hay ; 1 pert in + bully ve ia a 
- ‘J 


} 


aa 
: f ri ‘ ; , , 
); F a 
gore a aS ; th 
gosh ~ " \ ” . p p . er | ¥ 
iy Red ; 


guon erie 
w sult jo AO) 


i 


SS sae ee 


